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CHAPTER I 


ORGANIZATION 

A. THE BUILDUP 

1. Background 

Iftl 

In NovMbtr IMS, th«r« were only two snail USAF datachnants 
In Thailand. Both wars at Don Huang Airport naar Bangkok. A few nora, 
«lao snail units.moved into tha country between April and July 1962, 
and wta atatlonad at Don Huang, Ubon, Korat, and Takhll. Still othar 

y 

unlta wars aaalgnad during 1963. 

In March 1964, Dstachasnt 1, 1st Air Counando Wing, novad Into 
Udorn to conduct a training prograa In support of loyal Laotian Air 
Forca T-28 oparatlons (Boa Chaptar II, *T-28 Pilot Training at Odors"). 
Oo. IB May, following a Connunlst attack against tha neutralists on tha 
Plains das Jarras, tha first Tankaa Taan raconaalsaanca alasIona vara 
flown ovar Laos (Saa Chaptar II, ‘kacotmalasanca**). Also moulting 
frow tha PBJ attack was an lawsdlata stop-up in tha T-28 training pro¬ 
gram. Thasa events lad to tha first significant lncraasa In tha nuwbsr 
and typsa of units In Thailand. Events of August 1964 contributed to a 
buildup throughout Southeast Asia, Including Thailand. On tha 2nd and 
4th of that month. North Vietnamese patrol boats attacked tha 0.8. Navy 
destroyers Maddux and Turner. In retaliation, naval aircraft struck at 
four North Vietnam (MV) Installations on tha 5th. Uncertainty ss to 
what reactions tha retaliatory strikes would provoke lad to an upsurge 

y 

In tha U.S. buildup, and new contingency forces were moved Into SEA. 








While there wee e continuing increase in strength after August 
1964, the next sisable buildup occurred during the second half of 1965. 
The units in Thailand on persanenc assignment frost late 1961 through 
1965 are listed in Table 1. Numerous other units were in Thailand on 
teuporary duty (TOT) for varying periods of tine during that period. 
Those units do not appear in Table 1 but are discussed In the ensuing 
paragraphs. Table 2 reflects the personnel Increase that occurred 
since mld-1964. 
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TABLE 1 


PCS UH1TS IN THAILAND 


Don Wuane Airport 

Det 1, 5th Tactical Control Croup 

Det A, 405th Fighter Wing 

6010 Tactical Croup, 8 q 

Det 1, 8 th Aerial Fort Sq 

Det 5, 9th Aa r ouadleal Evacuation Sq 

Bq 35th Tactical Croup 

35th Air Bass Squadron 

6315th Aerial Post Squadron 

Det 1, 6315th Aerial Post Squadron 

6236th Combat Support Croup 

6 th Aerial Fort Squadron 

Det 12, 6003rd Support Squadron 

Det 6 , Sth Cr—nnlcatlona Squadron 

Ubon Airfield 

Det 4, 5th Tactical Control Group 

6012th Air Base Squadron 

332nd Air Base Squadron 

Det 2, 619th Tactical Control Sq 

Det 5, 6315th Aerial Fort Squadron 

6233rd Conbat Support Croup 

Det S, 6 th Aerial Fort Squadron 

Det 13, 9th Aerouedlcal Evacuation Sq 


15 

Nov 

1961 

- 

1 

Oct 

1963 

15 

Nov 

1961 

- 




10 

Jttl 

1962 

- 

8 

Jul 

1963 

8 

Dec 

1962 

- 

10 

Apr 

1965 

1 

Apr 

1965 

- 




8 

Jul 

1963 

- 

8 

Jul 

1965 

8 

Jul 

1963 

- 




10 

Apr 

1965 

- 

8 

Aug 

1965 

10 

Apr 

1965 

- 

8 

Aug 

1965 

8 

Jul 

1965 

- 




8 

Aug 

1965 

- 




24 

Sep 

1965 

- 




8 

Oct 

1965 

' 




28 

Apr 

1962 


8 

Apr 

1964 

10 

Jul 

1962 

- 

8 

Jul 

1963 

8 

Jul 

1963 

• 

8 

Jul 

1965 

8 

Apr 

1964 

- 

22 

Dec 

1965 

10 

Apr 

1965 

- 

8 

Apr 

1965 

8 

Jul 

1965 

- 




8 

Aug 

1965 

- 




8 

Nov 

1965 
















PRINCIPAL AIR BAS 
THAILAND 

(REFER TO TABLE ONE) 






8 th tactical Flghtar Wing 
8 th Coabat Support Croup 
433rd Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 8 TFW) 
497th Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 8 TFW) 

Dot 3, 620th Tactical Control Sq 

Kprat Mr Base 

Dec 1, 6010th Tactical Group 

Dot 1, 35th Tactical Group 

6234th Air Baaa Squadron 

6234th Tactical Flghtar Wg, Provisional 

Oat 3, 6315th Aarial Fort Squadron 

6234th Coabat Support Croup 

6234th Tactical Flghtar Wing 

Dot 3, 6 th Aortal Port Squadron 

Dot 12, 9th Aaronodlcal Evacuation Sq 

469th Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 6234TPV) 

421st Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 6234TFW) 

Tahhll Air Baaa 

6011th Air Baaa Squadron 

331st Air Bass Squadron 

Oat 3, 6003rd Support Squadron 

6235th Tactical Flghtar Wg, Provisional 

Oat 2, 6315th Aarial Port Squadron 

6235th Coabat Support Group 

Oat 2, 6 th Aarial Port Squadron 

355th Tactical Flghtar Wing 

355th Coabat Support Group 

Oat 14, 9th Aaroasdical Evacuation Sq 

354th Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 35S1TW) 

333rd Tactical Flghtar Sq (aagd 355TPW) 

41st Tactical Racon Sq, Photo-Jot 

Dat 9, 620th Tactical Control Sq 

Udorn Airfield 

Oat 6 , 1st Air Cowando Wing (T-2S) 

Dat 2, 35th Tactical Croup 

Oat S, Bth Aortal Port Squadron 

333rd Air Base Squadron 

Dat 4, 619th Tactical Control Sq 

Dot 1, 6315th Aarial Port Sq 

15tb Racon Tnak Porca (tf-101) 

6232nd Coabat Support Croup 

Dat 1, 6 th Aarial Port Squadron 

Oat 11, 9th Aaroasdical Evacuation Sq 


Oac 

1965 - 


8 One 

1965 - 


11 Dae 

1965 - 


18 Dae 

1965 - 


22 One 

1965 - 


10 Jul 

1962 - 8 Jul 

1963 

8 Jul 

1963 - 25 Mar 

1965 

25 Mar 

1965 - 8 Nay 

1965 

5 Apr 

1965 - 8 Jul 

1965 

10 Apr 

1965 - 8 Aug 

1965 

8 Nay 

1965 - 


8 Jul 

1965 - 


8 Aug 

1965 - 


6 Nov 

1965 - 


9 Nov 

1965 - 


20 Nov 

1965 - 


10 Jul 

1962 - 8 Jul 

1963 

8 Jul 

1963 - 8 May 

1965 

1 Oct 

1963 - 


8 Apr 

1965 - S Jul 

1965 

10 Apr 

1965 - 8 Aug 

1965 

8 Nay 

1965 - 8 Nov 

1965 

8 Aug 

1965 - 


1 Nov 

1965 - 


8 Nov 

1965 - 


8 Nov 

1965 - 


27 Nov 

1965 - 


4 Dae 

1965 - 


20 Oct 

1965 - 


22 Dae 

1965 - 


*• F 

1964 - 


11 Jun 

1964 - 18 Oct 

1964 

18 Oct 

1964 - 10 Apr 

1965 

IS Oct 

1964 - 8 Jul 

1965 

18 Oct 

1964 - 22 Dae 

1965 

10 Apr' 

1965 - 8 Aug 

1965 

1 Apr 

1965 - 


8 Jul 

1965 - 


8 Aug 

1965 - 


6 Nov 

1965 - 










ICUSSHO 


Dot l, 13th Recon Technical Sq 

D«t 3, Hq 2d Air Division 

Dot 2, 620th Tactical Control Sq 

Nakhon Phonon 


8 Nov 1965 
15 Doc 1965 
22 Dec 1965 


- - 19 Jun 1964 - 

Rescue 2 ,, 

1st Mobile Co— un i cat Iona Gp , „ ?* p Toe* ' 

Dot 3, 507th C o— uni cations and Control Gp Sop 1964 - 

6235th Air Base Squadron 25 Mar 1963 - 

Dot 4, 6315th Aerial Port Sq 10 Apt 1965 - 8 Aug 

Dot A, 6th Aerial Port Sq ® 1965 " , 65 

Dot 5. 619th Tactical Control Sq 10 Aug 1965 - 22 Dw 

Dot 5, 620th Tactical Control Sq 22 Dec 1965 

TABLE 2 


AIR FORCE PERSONNEL STRENGTH - THAILAND 

PCS TDY TOTAL 

Officers Alrasn Officers. Alt—n Of^qer j. Aiiyen 

” “ no 27. 

“o 207. «. 745. 5» 5542 

7AA 5643 240 1738 1004 7381 


1 Jttl 1964 
31 Doc 1964 
31 Jul 1965 
31 Doc 1965 


* Certified total of officers and alrnen. Breakout not available. 

♦ 

2. Thp 1964 Buildup 

As can he seen in Table 1. nearly ell units arriving in Thailand 
during the second half of 1964 wont to Worn Airfield and Nakhon Phanoa. 
Their arrival narked the beginning of greatly onpandod D.S. operations 
at Odom. Previously, the 1st Air Co—»do Wing, uhich conduct^ th. 

T- 2 B Training Progrs. for th. RLAF. was th. only 0SAF unit them. Nakhon 
Phonon boused no USAF units before June 1964. Rescue 2, an elenent of the 
Pacific Air Rescue Center. ... . —U 36 P«"0»«1 t "° 


I 
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*5 

a* 
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HH-43B helicopters. Not only vaa It the first Air Fores unit at Nakhon 

2/ 

Phanon but the flrat USAF alr/saa raacua activity la Thailand. 

Along with the aaslgnaant of new units, the contingency buildup 
Included the deployment of the first tactical aircraft to Thailand b». as. 
The first of these deployed In June 1964, including.four P-102 Delta 
Dagger aircraft and a like nunber of 11-50 air refueling tankers, all at 
Don Muang, and six P-100 supersabres at Takhli. The F-102's were brought 
in to be placed on alert, ready to be launched, if nee d ed, for sir de¬ 
fense of Thailand. The F-100's were there to afford the D.S. the ability 
to launch retaliatory strikes, should they bacons necessary. The D-50's, 
which were at Don Huang but also periodically positioned at Karat, would 

A/ 

provide refueling for the F-100's. 

Xunedlately following the August attacks against D.S. Havel des¬ 
troyers, and the Havy'a reprisal strikes, 12 sore F-100's went to Takhli, 
raising the total to 18. At the sane tins, 18 F-105 Thundercblef fighter- 

bombers wars positioned at Korat. In Hovsa b er, six wore HH-43B helicopters 

1 / 

were sent to Thailand to supplenant the two at Nakhon Phanon. 


Although the big increase started In July 1985, sons new waits and 
additional aircraft appeared In Thailand during the early aonths of 1965. 
The new units organised in that period were support organisations, while 
the aircraft were deployed with temporary duty units (TOY). Starting la 
July, the TOT units were replaced by units sent to Thailand on peraeaent 
change of station (PCS) assignments. 
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In February, the F*100 a rikhlI vara replaced by a squadron of 

18 F-I05'a, and the F-105 strength at Karat doubled as additional aircraft 
arrived to equip the 6234th tectlcal Fighter Wing (Provisional) efaleh was 
to be organised on 10 April. The flret CONUS based TOT unit to arrive at 
Takhll wee the 563d TTS, which arrived on 12 April. It was relieved by 
the 562nd TFS In August, which rotated to the D.S. in December. On 1 Kerch, 
the Strategic Air Cnnmsnd sent four KC-135 air refueling tankers to Thailand 
to replace the older KB-50's. The Jet taokere Initially went to Don Huang 
but would be alternately positioned at the base and Takhll. Another provl- 
alonal tactical fighter wing, the 6235th, wae ordered to be organised on 
10 April at Takhll, but It was never activated. However, a second squadron 
of F-105*s waa added at that base and assigned to the Senior Tactical Air 
rmeiiiiler. Colonel Ednund B. Edwards. The ease aonth saw the 15th tecon- 

naissance Task Force with six SF-101's deployed frosi Oklnewa to Udom l r i« 
Chapter II, "lsconnalseance"). The latter doubled Its RP-101 force the 
following nonth. April also ushered the flret 18 F-4C fighter aircraft Into 
Thailand idles a squadron was sent to Dbon. Six RB-66 r econnai ssa nce p lane# 
arrived at Takhll in May (Sea Chapter II, "Raceonalssanca"). 

The accelsrstsd buildup, starting In July, waa tha aftermath of a 

viait to Saigon In that nonth by U.S. Secretary of Dafenaa Hobart g. Mac- 

Manara. After viewing the war situation and returning to Washington, ha 

announced plana for a larga lncraaae In 0.S. forcss In Southeast Aala. Tha 

buildup would proceed in two phaaee: Phase I, which waa to laat into tha 

early nonths of 1966, was described as tha period whan tha 0.8. expected to 

“atop losing and to stabilise tha situation.” Phase II waa to nark tha 

6 / 

period when America would "start winning." 

***• fltnt permanent tectlcal unit assignments In Thailand followed 
on the heels of the announced buildup. This is reflected not only In 

7 







T«bl« 1, but Tabic 2, which chovc that the number of TOY pereounel In tha 
country reached a peak In July and started decreesln» In August aa PCS 
personnel Increased. 

At Koret the 62 *4th Tactical Fighter Wing, Provisional, which had 
been formed in April as an inter in organisation, was replaced in July by 
a per manent wing—the 6234th Tactical Fighter Win*. An F-4C nquadron— 
the 68th TFS—arrived at Korat in TOY status on 27 August. In tba same 
month, one of the two F-105 squadrons was moved out of that base. Off¬ 
setting that loss, however, was the gain of an F-105 unit at Takbll, mak¬ 
ing three F-105 squadrons at the latter base. The Takhli unite, all TOY, 
were the 36th. 354th, and 562d TFS. Another squadron of F-4C’s was sent 
TOY to Obon to join the unit which had been there since April. The units 
at Obon were the *7th and 431st Tactical Fighter Squadrons. In auamary, 
tha unite in Thailand during August includa a equadron of F-4C'a at lorat 
end two at Obon; one squadron of F-105's at Korat and three at Takhli; a 
Reconnaissance Tesk Force with 12 F-101*s et Odom; the RB-66 unit with 
seven eircreft et Takhli- and the Fighter Interceptor Squedron with four 
F-102'a poeltioned et Don Huang. Other aircraft in tha country at that 
tine were tba T-28'a at Udorn (28 in August); four lC-135'e at Don Itoang; 
and several types of helicoptera et the various basas for ssarch and rescue 

2J 

activities. 

Takbll, which had bean without a tactical wing since tha disconti¬ 
nuance of tba 6235th Tactical Fighter Wing. Provisional, on 8 July, beeane 
for the 355th TFV on 1 November. On the 27th, the 354th TFS arrived 
there and was assigned to the wing on permanent duty to replace one of the 







thr«« TOY f-105 units. Anothsr of the TOY units was replaced on 4 Decert>er 
by tbs 333rd TFS. Ths lsst of ths temporary squadrons would not bs re- 
pUcsd until 29 January 1966 when ths 357th TFS would arrive. Novsab.r 
slso brought additional changes at Korat. Ths remaining TOY F-10S ldron 
left and two PCS F-105 units aovsd In. They were the 421st and 469th TFS. ~ 
In December, ths F-4C squadron was pulled out of Korat, leaving 
only i-105's at that baas. Although that was ths only December change 
affecting the number of aircraft authorised In Thailand, additional organi¬ 
sational changes occurred as PCS units continued to replace those on TOY. 

The 47th and 431at Tactical Fighter Squadrons at Ubon were transferred out 
with the PCS assignment of the 8 th Tactical Fighter Wing on 8 December. 

The 8 th recelved^lts two F-4C squadrons, tbs 433rd and 497th TFS later In 
the same month. 

The end of the year unit strength for Thailand Included two squadrons 
of F-105'a at Korat and three at Takhll; and two squadrons of F-4C's at Dbeo. 
The other units remained as reported for August. 

8 . COMMAND AND CONTKOL OF AIR FORCE UNITS IN THAILAND 

l * n n' T i ?m ri n l r “ ad. Thailand 

The most l^ortant action relating to the force buildup la Thailand 
was the establishment of the Deputy Ccmandcr concept at Udora. The posi¬ 
tion was the forerunner of the command and control elemsut which would, 
initially, control only Udorn-based Air Force units, but would later control 
operations of all Air Force combat units In Thailand as delegated by the 
Commander, 2AD. 
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On S June 1964, Major General Joseph B. Moors, fniunrtsr 2d Air 
Division (2AD) recoamended co PACAF that Bst 2, 35th Tactical Group ha 
established at Udorn. Caneral Moore's proposal was that the detaclnmnt 
serve as an ’ organisational vehicle" for Laos operations. Operational 
coses*ad and control would be vested In an officer who would bear the 
title of "Deputy C omm an der for Laos Affairs." A Control and fteportlng 
Post and an Air Support Operations Center (CAP and ASOC) would be put 
into operation at Udorn to provide the deputy commander with s Mans to 
exercise operational control over tactical operations. While the posi¬ 
tion of deputy conaander would cone fron existing 2AD nanpower authori¬ 
sations, General Moore ashed for 24 new spaces to nan the ASOC. Adminis¬ 
trative and logistic support for the deputy coanender function would be 
furnished by the 35th Tactical Group at Don Huang. 

Detachment 2, 35th Tactical Group was established at Udorn on 
11 June, only six days after General Moore's recaamandetlon. Among Its 

functions was co provide for the ASOC as Mil as base support and to pra¬ 
il/ 

vent interference by MACTHAI and JUSMACTHAI On IS July, a 2AD advance 
petty arrived at Udorn to form the nucleus of the new organisation. In¬ 
cluding the CRF/ASOC. With the group was Colonel Jack H. McCreary, who 

was appointed the Deputy Coaamnder for 2AD Thailand/Laos (forasrly titled, 

12 / 

"Dap Cndr for Laos Affairs") on the 25th of the saae month. 

Colonel McCreary com under 2AD at Tan Son Hhut, which. In turn, 
was under 13th Air Force C13AF), Clark AFB, Philippines. The 35th Tactical 
Group at Don Huang also was assigned to 2AD. Prior to the establlslswnt of 
the deputy commander position, the 33th controlled Air Force units in 
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Thailand; but when th« new poaltlon wee created, PACAF suggested certain 
CMHand, r,e rational, and support arr.nge.ente It bcllavud bast suited to 
■eat requirements of the new command. PACAF's proposal was for 2AD to 
retain command and control r.spooalbllltlea, with support functions placed 
under the 35th Tactical Croup. The deputy cneandar for 2AD Thailand to 

“"Cl*. co ~ nd ov *J 2 J‘“ 35th ‘11 other Thailand ba.ed element, w.tgned 
or attached to 2AD. it was not, however, to work out as proposed. 

When Colonel McCreary was appointed deputy connandar on 25 July, 
he was at first directed to assuae operational control of "all USAF units 
In the area.' (hi 3 August, however, 2AD said that Colonel McCreary's 
coMand was United to operational control of USA? units based at Odom, 
only. At the sane tine, the deputy conmander was told to be prepared 
for Planning purposes," to asauaa operational control of all OSAF units 
In Thailand and Laos. The additional control would be granted only under 
contingency operations, and would be exercised by the deputy connandar 
through tha 35th Tactical Croup Counandor. The latter organisation followed 
up with notice that it retained operational control of all USAF units In 
Thailand, except those at Odom. Theae counand limitations wars Incor¬ 
porated Into a 2A» regaletion that detailed the deputy comunder's organi¬ 
sation and aiesloos. 

The CRP and ASOC were to serve Important roles In the deputy 
e—Trtdar's activities. Their alee ion was to perform basic tacti ca l air 
control system functions nacaasary to tha conduct of tactical air opera¬ 
tions by Laotian and 0.8. Air Forces In Laos. 
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The name ASOC was a misnomer, for the facility was. Is reality, 
a Tactical Air Control Cantor (TACC), and would later be renamed as such. 

It was Initially called an ASOC, which did not suggest tactical activities, 
at a tine whan the Thailand Government, not wishing to risk its status ot 
non-belligerency, was sensitive about che types of U.S. units In the country. 

The ASOC was established to provide various services to the Royal 
Laotian Air Force (RLAF). This Included sortie apportlooeant and eiaalon 
planning support to the Air Operations Canter (AOC) at Vientiane; prepara¬ 
tion of operations orders; assistance In sett log up direct elr request 
nets proceeaing Close Air Support (CAS), reconnaissance, end airlift re¬ 
quests* determination of needs, and the coordination with RLAF, to Inte¬ 
grate U.S. Air Force mission la Laos; and aoaltorlag, by naana of the CRP 

15/ 

coeaeunl cat lone and radar facilities, U.S., and RLAF air else loos la Leon. 

Among the functions of the CRP, was to conduct radar surveillance 

over North Central Laos; receive similar Information from the Ubon CRP, 

which covered Southern Laos; plot aircraft movements over Laos for the 

control of air operations ovar that country; provide coamunicatlona between 

the ASOC and U.S. and RLAF aircraft; and detect hostile aircraft end be 

16/ 

reedy to control elr defense actions against than. 

Exactly one month after Colonel McCreary became the Deputy Commander 
2AD, Thailand, PACAF Informed Hq USAF that the Increased USAF operations at 
Udorn had resulted In a requirement for more chan 600 TOT personnel. This, 
added to TDK personnel deployed elsewhere throughout Southeast Asia, led 
PACAF to aak USAF to establish fixed manpower requireme n ts and allocate 
spaces for permanent personnel assignments. PACAF said that In order to 

12 
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establish a permanent Air Force operstion, spaces for 28 officsrs, 450 
airman, and 41 local national civilians mere needed at Udom by September 
1984 (fiscal year 2/65). Included In FACAF's request mas an increase In 
the manpower celling of Hq 2AD to authorise a space for the Deputy Co-mend. r 
2AP Thailand. That position, se noted earlier, was being filled fro* 

w 

existing 2AD resources. 

On 18 October, Det 2, 35th Tactical Croup, was discontinued. 
Replacing It was a n~ly organised unit - the 333rd Air Base Squadron. 

Six months later Colonel McCreary's overseas tour had ended and he was 
relieved by Colonel John R. Murphy, who assumed command on 27 Kay 1965 
and was subsequently promoted to Brigadier Ceneral. 


July 1965 brought the separation of Second Air Division (2AD) from 
13th Air Force (13AF). With It casm a division of authority In the control 
of Air Force units in Thailand that was to create confusion In orgsnitatlon- 

el matters. 

Because of the buildup In Southeast Asia, 2AD had experienced 
rapid growth and was approaching the sis. of . numbered Air Force. On 
8 July, 2AD was relieved fro. ...ignmwt to 13AF and placed directly under 
PACAF. ^ This put the division m the unique position of being on an 
equal basis to . numbered Air Force while retaining division Identity. It 
also produced an unwieldy comeend structure In Thailand. While 2AD was 
charged with operational activities originating from Thailand bases, the 
unite remained assigned to 13AF. The letter exercised administrative end 
logistics control. Confusion frequently crept Into organisational matters. 
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Coincident with the separation of the division from 13AF, the 
6234th Tectlcal Fighter Wing had been organised at Korat Air Base, the 
Chief of Staff, Air Force (CSAF) , subsequently announced hie decision 
thet the coabat support units in Thailand (Including tluu at Don Mssng) 
would be easigned to the 6234th. Second Air Division asauaed the deci¬ 
sion was based on a desire to eliminate command "layering," and that the 
6234th would be the highest level USAF organisation in the country. The 
division felt that the aaslgnaent of the support units to the wing was a 
poor solution to coenand problems. It believed a workable organisation 
was posslbls, but that it had to recognise that the Deputy Co—under 2AD, 

Thailand, was carrying additional responalblllties which would cootinua 
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regerdleea of the final organisational arrang emen t. 

The division pointed out thet the prevailing confusion in organi¬ 
zational natters dlctatad an urgent need for a simplified command struc¬ 
ture. It proposed that the ASOC at Udorn remain in operation there, under 
the same diractor, but that the Deputy Coanwnder 2AD, Thailand, and hla 
staff moved to Korat. There, the deputy commander would, under 2AD'a plan, 
ratain hi# function#, but would alao command the 6234th TFV, and his citla 
would ba modified to "Commander 6234th TFV/Dep Cmdr 2AD Thailand." Actual 
command of the wing would be delegated to a deputy wing commander. The 
Deputy r —amisi 2AD, Thailand, would answer only to the Commander 2AD, 

thus aateblishlag a direct alapla chain of cun ad from 2AD to a aingla 
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individual In Thailand. 

The CSAF decision, said 2AD, ''infers logistic responsibilities 
for Thailand will he (the) responsibility of 13AF." The division argued 
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that, for UmK, auch an arrtniaatnt would result In "greater coa^laxity 
Inefficiency." While acknowledging auch a aaparatloo of operational 
and logiatlc raeponalhllltiea could be effected, 2AO aaId it wax a poor 
aolutlon which would reault In duplication of functions and personnal at 
lte own headquarters and chat of 13AF. The division also pointed out 
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that the arrangement could foster conditions unfavorable to operations. 


In November, CXNCPACAf asked CSAF for lneadlate approval to con¬ 
struct a new headquarters building at Korat to house the Deputy CoMandar 
2AD, Thailand, who was to be redesignated and aoved to the new location 
as soon as possible. Although the save to korat had been propoaed by 2AD, 
no other part of the Uttar command's proposal was accepted. Instead, 
CIBCPACAF announced that, as a reault of conclusions reached at a Bq USA?/ 
PACA7 conference at Hlckam AFB on 20—21 October, the ’Deputy Commander 2AD, 
Thailand,” tltU would be changed to "Deputy Commander 2d Air Division/ 

13th Air force, Thailand (Dap Cmdr 2/13 Thai}." The facility to be built 
at korat was Intended to give the new 2/13 Dap Cmdr mesas to control, 
direct, and coordinate a full range of air operations In support of a 
major military operation. That CINCPACAP believed the comini structure 
In Thailand In urgent need of Impro v eme n t was illustrated In Its request 
for quick approval for construction of the headquarters building at korat. 
Be said the move to that base would Insure an affective command organi¬ 
sation la Thailand and that the facility was needed Immediately and could 
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not wait for normal funding. 
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Th« senior officer who wee to fill the new Dep C«dr 2/13 Thai's 
position would, as the title suggested, represent both 2 m 0 and 13AF. 

Through hlsi, the 2AD Cossudir at Tan Son Shut would exercise operstlonal 
control of Thailand-baaed PACAF forces. He would, at the sue time, 
carry out support responsibilities vested in 13AP. Additionally, as the 
•i®Sie senior PACAF representative and coordinating authority, tbs Dep 
Cndr 2/13 Thailand would pass to Air Forca agencies, any Instructions on 
policy and administration originated by the O.S. Bahaasy or COHUSMACTHAI. 

Major General Charles R. Bond, Jr., was noaed to fill the newly 
created position. Brigadier General Murphy, who hod been the Deputy 
Conesudor 2AD, Thailand, since 27 May, was to remain assigned to the head¬ 
quarters and become the Assistant Deputy Caemander 2AD, Thailand. Altbo^h 
the position was established in November, General Bond hod until January 7, 
1966 to report for duty. Ha would assume hie now role at Udorn and move 
to Korat as soon as the new headquarters was ready. 

General Bond hod not yet arrived at Udorn at year's end and It re¬ 
mained to ba seen how well the new commend structure would work. While 
the Air Force now had a single Individual in command, the feet remai ned 
thet two saparete commanda still had a voice In USAF activities In Thailand. 







CHAPTER II 

THE WAR IN LAOS 


A. THE POLITICAL SITUATION 

Whlla U.S. lnvolveaent Id the Vletnaaese war received widespread 
publicity, llttla was aald about Aaerlcan actlvltlaa In Laos, and mt 
*•“ about tha usa of baaaa in Thailand for tha launch of U.S. air 
atrlkaa against targets la Laos as wall as Tlatna. But events landing 
up to tha positioning of USAE units In Thailand, and thalr eventual usa 
la Laos, could ba tracsd back to 1962. 

Tha 1962 Csnava Accords had boon lntandsd to bring an and to tha lnter- 

strlfa la Laos. Under that settlaaent and pracadlag lntarnal Laos 
•B r ****n tB , tha Royal Laos Gova rnaa nt (RLC) had been set up ss s coali¬ 
tion with equal raprasaatatlon by Conservatives (Rightists), Neutralists, 
and the left wing Reo Lao Hak Xat (NLHX). ^ Tha lstter was tha political 
front of tha C one un iat Pathet Laos. 

Fron the beginning, however, tha Pathet Laos (PL) retained control 
0V * T territory they held at tha tine of tha Geneva Accords, and the NLHX 
refused to open such territory to central govarnaant authority. At tha 
sane tins, the left lata stood In tha way of reconciliation efforts alnad 

y 

at reunification. 

After April 1963, tha NLHX Bade no further pretense at taking part In 
the coalition govarnaant, and continuous afforta thereafter brought no 

y 

algna of restoring unity. 
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Meanwhile, PL forces were applying subversion, pressure, end outright 
attacks in an effort to destroy the Neutralist fores, which was the 
foundation of Prime Minister Souvanne Pho—a’e political power. The PL 
•Iso sought to gain full control of areas occupied jointly by thee and 
the Neutralists. Concurrently, they started launching widely scattered 
attacks against antl-c o — uni st Men trlbeseen, whittling sway at areas 
controlled by the latter. Reinforced by Viet Mlnh (VM) Cowin lets. Infil¬ 
trated Into Laos free North V1stnan, they seised control of key points and 
threatened lnportant points of access to the Mekong Valley. 

First reactions to the Coanunlst activities brought closer coopera¬ 
tion between the Neutralist and Conservative forces and their political 
Th * United effectiveness of the central govenasaut and the 
continued territorial gains of the Co —M ists, however, diminished Con¬ 
servative hopes for govern—ntal stabilisation. Resultant Conservative 
pressures for reform and a tougher policy against the Co—uniats lsd to 
an attempted coup d'etat against the Souvanne Phou— go ve r n — n t Is April 
1964. Although the coup failed and Phouua remained the prime mlalatar, 
thm pressure continued. Thus, Communist military and political activities 
not only threatened the strategic Mekong, but contributed to Internal 
tensions which could lead to the overthrow of the Royal Laos Cover—ent 
(RLC) from within. 

Pho—e strengthened his position aa prl— minister somewhat In mld- 
1964 *>en, on 4 June, ha approved Operation Triangle. The purpose of that 
operation was the elimination of a potentially dangerous pocket of PL 1 
VM forces from the area of the junction of Routes 7 and 13 In the central 
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region of Northern Uoi. The combined etrength of the Forces Amec 
Royele (FAR) end the Neutralists, sided by friendly Meo trlbessen end 
the Royel Uotlan Air Force (RLAF), ended the operation successfully 

y 

by the end of July. 

Another short 1we coup attempt, this one In Februery 1965, resulted 
In further Improvement In Phouma's political position, ss well as an 
spparent Improvement in political stability. This attest, triggered by 
a political power struggle, ended with the defeat of Rightist General 
Phouml Nosevan. Nosavan went Into ealle In Bangkok. Thailand, but Bangkok 
was not far from Laos and his presence created an uneasy situation which 
continued to weaken attanpta to further strengthen the military and poli¬ 
tical effort. 

In the early months of 1965, the stability of the central government 
benefitted when Laos King Sri Sevang Vatthana, who had by then become 
“° r * Active In Laotian political affairs, gave strong backings to Prime 
Minister Phouma. Despite this, however, and the fact that Phouma's posi¬ 
tion was strengthened, the political stability of the government remained 

shaky through the first half of 1965. la that state. It was feared It 
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could be upset by eves a slight military or political reversal. 

Political unrest and a flurry of rumors, same predicting coup attempts, 
preceded national assembly elections held On 18 July. Although tensions 
eased considerably following the elections, relations among some military 
leaders and the general staff remained to be smoothed out. General Thao 
Ms, la particular, was the target of what the U.S. Air Attache (AIRA) la 
Vletlane labelled as "unwarranted derogatory and potentially —g iag attacks 





by sowone, or possibly several groups of individuals." General Ha was 
the Commander of the Royal Laotian Air Force (RLAF). His coordination 
of air-ground activity was credited with having welded the Jo«at forces 
into a highly effective fighting unit. It wes feared that his removal 
fron coamand would do serious daaaga to the efficiency of the Air Force. 
In March, USA IRA Identified Major General Koupraaith, Zona S fnismlai 
(and later also a neaber of the general staff), as one of "certain 
people" who, for several nonths, had bean condensing General Ha, al- 

a 

though Koupraaith failed to make clear the reasons for his condonation. 

A1RA believed General Ma waa e loyal patriot, a dedicated allltery 
nan concerned for the future of Laos, who harbored no political adl- 
tiona. The RLAF waa, said AIRA, "an Important, or possibly deciding 
factor, in (the) balance of power consideration." AIRA believed politi¬ 
cal aspirants would sake continuing efforta to control the RLAF or win 
the allegiance of its commander to a particular faction. The general 
belief was that. General Ma, as the RLAF Cemendsr, would never align 

hlneelf or the Air Force with any faction, supporting instead those who 
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worked for the good of the country. 

There were those who thought that if Koupraaith rose to a dominant 
position in government, ha would try to negotiate eons sort of neutralist 
arrangement. Ceneral Ma told AIRA that if there was no change In the 
trend of the government, the Comunlata would soon gain control. Ha 
added that Group Mobile (CM) coanandera in the south would not permit 
that to happen, and that a stepped-up drive against the Coanamlats could 
be expected. If such a drive materialised, he said, it would be in hopes 







of receiving help from the U.S. or the Southeeet Asia Treety Organisation 
(SEATO). It vea known that General Me had already held numerous nestings 
with FAR leadera in southern Laos, and with Genaral Vang Pao, the Mao 
rnumlm 01 Military Region II, and General Phaaouk, Goosander of Mlli- 

w 

tary Region IV. 

In aid-July, Ma charged that the Kouprasith faction waa circulating 
ruaora that he (Ha) waa planning a coup d'etat. General Ma believed the 
spreading of that ruaor would be continued until aaotlons were sufficient¬ 
ly aroused, after which Roupraalth would use It aa an excuse to wove 
against hln. General Ha assured Anbaaaador Wllllan H. Sullivan, U.S. 
Aafcassador to Laoa, that he had no lataatlone of starting a coup, but 
if attacked, he would defend hlnself. At the »«ne tine, however, Ma gave 
evidence that steps had already been taken la event it becaae necessary 
to taka control of the govemnant. As a constitution had been secretly 
written, and individuals identified to fill various governmental posi¬ 
tions, Ma waa confidant he had enough support to execute a successful 
coup but said he would nake no nova without U.S. approval. Anarlean 
officials, ha said, would be given the constitution for review, recom- 
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sandatlone, and approval before it waa published. 

General Ma's troubles were not with General Kouprasith alone. He 
felt that the general staff wanted to control the RLAF to further their 
own political Mb it Ions and that they wished to either destroy or dis¬ 
credit him. He had been stripped of authority to promote enlisted per¬ 
sonnel and, as of early July 1963, there had been no promotions in the 
RLAF for note than a year. His authority was limited to that of a 










battalion .oanander. The general staff had never accepted General Ha 
because of hi. refusal to affiliate with an; political group. The Alt 
Force had never been "presented at any of their ■eating, even though 
It had been suggeated by AIRA. 

What appeared to be an attempt to assaaslnata General Ha lent cre¬ 
dence to his fear that someone wanted hia out of the way. On 5 July, 
he attended a farewell p.rty in Vientiane for an outgoing AIRA and 
distant AIRA (AAIRA). Following the party, General M. vaa en rou t. 
by auto to the hoae of an American official when an auto directly ahead 
of his was demolished in an explosion believed Intended for hia. ^ 

On 22 July, the outgoing Any Attache (ASHA), hia replacement, and 
the new AIRA act Lao. generals' Oumae, Boun Pone, and Koupras'th, .11 
of the general ataff. At the anting, G«*er.l Koupraslch .aid he felt 
there ws. a need for attache support in areas where coaawadera kept too 
far froa general staff control. He aimed his consents specifically at 
Generals Ha and Vang Pao. General Ouane expressed hia view that General 
Ma needed to be "kept in line." The outgoing ASHA, in tun, asked the 
general staff to "quit needling Cener.l Ha, give hia adequate recognition 
and cease treating hia as on a precise parallel with (the) chief of signal 
corps or river flotilla; to recognise chat they would not be la their 
seats today without hia loyalty during recent past." The Air Attache 

stated he would continue to try to get Ma to establish closer Unison 
with the general ataff. ^ 

In another seating of ARKA with General Ouane on 27 July, Ouane said 
h * General Ha wist reaaln as Commander of the RLAF and told 
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ARMA he would calk with Ha about a propoaal to increase and reorganise 

the RLAF staff, a move which Ouane hoped would eliminate ■any difficul¬ 
ty 

ties. General Ouane also proolsed to look into other RLAF problems. 

The elections were followed by three aonths of political Maneuvering 
during which Prlae Miniater Souvanna Phouma was busy realigning the 
cabinet and seeking national aaaeahly approval for tha changes. The 


Fifth National A*seedily officially opened on 16 August. In its first 
session, it elected Phoul Sananlkone as its president, and Chao Boun la 
Na Chaapassek (brother of Prince Boun Oua) as vice president. By aid- 
Septsaber, a 15-aan cabinet had been approved by the national aasaably. 
The Laos Coaaunlst faction waa given the posts of Deputy Praaler, 
Minister of National Education, Minister of Information, and two secre¬ 
taries of state. With the ceblnet approval, the political scene in the 
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latter part of September settled down to a leisurely pace. Although 


the political situation remained calm the rest of the year, alignment 
of the a ss em b ly remained unfirm. 

General Vang Pm raised an issue, which ha said had bean ignored 

in the past, whan he pointed out there were northern and southern factions 

within the army coamand. While tha southern group was by far tha 

strongest, because of tha large number of officers born in southern Laos, 

Vang Pao fait that tha civilian-military administration in Vientiane did 

not a d e qu ately reflect the southern preponderance. He argued that until 
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this changed, there was a possibility of trouble. 
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B. THE MILITARY SITUATION 
l. Laos Arced Forces 

The Force* Arse* Royal* (FAR) and N*utrallata comprised the 
ground tore** responsive to the Laos central governanat. Collectively, 
thay comprised the Royal Laotian Amy (RLA). Both groups contained 
factions loyal to Individual, political,*! military leader.. This had 
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• cont rlbutlag factor to past coup attaupts. 

Whan Coaanmlst FL fore*# renewed chair attacks In 19*2, tha 
central government was 111-praparad to raalat nllltarlly. Its any 
conalaced of only approximately 25,000 nan; but, with Military aaala- 
tanca from the U.S., It grew to nore than chraa tine# that siaa and, 
by May of 1965, tha FAR numbered about 66,000 and th* Neutralists, 

about 12,000. Additionally, tha two force* received cooperation fron 
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as catlasted 16,200 Mao trlbasaan. 

Initially, tha FAR wa* equipped with an aaaorcaant of French, 
Couaunlst, and D.8. weapons asking training and logistic support diffi¬ 
cult. However, by May 19*5, aost of its units had been supplied with 
U.S. equipment, and re-equipaent of tha Neutralist forces was underway. 
Although progress waa being aad* la th* tactical e^loyasnt of both FAR 
and Neutralist forces, a nuaber of factors. Including a lack of experi¬ 
enced leaders and incompetence in the use of area, contlnuad to restrict 
their combat use to short perioda. Another factor was poor logistics 
resulting from naintanance of forces too large for tha support units. 

The U.S. Military Assistance Program (MAP) was gaarad to support *7,200 
troops, but tha American Eebassy believed tha actual nuaber waa between 
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73,000 and 75,000. Othar estimates, as reportad aarllar, want aa high 
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as 78,000. 


In ancountara with guarilla or PL forcaa, tha FAR could maintain 
lntarnal security in ragiona it alraady hold, but it didn’t do as wall 
whan tha PL was bolstarad by North Vlatnaaase troops, or against pura 
North Vietnamese units. Thaaa lattar ware conaldarably sore aggraaslve 

w 

than tha timid Laos soIdlars. During tha second half of tha yaar, 

ho w e v e r. tha FAR showed increasing willingness to engage in battle and 
launched a number of offensives, tha most artanaive of which ware in 
San Naua Province and the Central Panhandle. 

During IMS, there were no signs that Laos government forces 
could function without continued U.S. aid. Tha country's economy would 
not pernit support of its military forces from lta own resources. It 
could not produce even basic supplies, or earn foreign exchange to pur¬ 
chase than abroad. Its armed forces railed conplately on foreign aid 
for logistical support. Adding to tha problem of maintaining Laotian 

Armed Forces was tha available taxable lncosw, which yielded inauffi¬ 
ll/ 

dent funds to cover military expanses, especially tha payroll. 

Tha O.S. considered its main effort in tha war In Southeast Asia 
to be in Vietnam. Its first concern in Laos was not to drive tha Commu¬ 
nists out of tha territory they alraady controlled, but to halt further 
Incursions into areas of free Laos. Hence, tha war in Laos was referred 
to aa a "holding” effort, aimed at "containing 1 tha Communists. It was 
believed this goal could be realised by continued econoatlc aid to the 
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Laos government, and complete logistical support to lta Armed Forcaa. 
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2. Pathet Laos and PAW Forces 

Conmitt forcaa In Lao* not only threatened to coaplstaly 
dominate ttaa country, but posed a threat aa wall to neighboring Thailand, 
'urtharaora, control of nuch of tha aoutharn panhand I a gava tha North 
Vietnamese a supply and coonunicatlona routa to aupport Vlat Coot actl- 
vitlaa In South Vlatnaa. 

At nid-yaar 1965, Pathat Laos forcaa ounbered an aatlnatad 25,950, 
and controllad alona, or Jointly with North Vietnamese, larga araaa of 
northorn, control, and aoutharn Laoa. No araa waa occuplsd antlraly by 
a single faction. In soac areas of PL territory, pro-weetarn forcaa 
operated In varying atrengths. Conversely, PL guerrillas ware active 
throughout all of Laoa. PL atrangth continued to lncraaaa during the 
year and stood at about 33,200 at the and of October. Tha shaded araa 
on tha nap ( 28 ) deplete tha portion of Laoa under PL control. 

Prior to Sapteabar 196A, It had bean believed, but not proven, 
that North Vletnaaaaa forcaa wars active In Laoa. Antl-cnninlat ele¬ 
ments had, for eeveral yeara, charged that ragulare fron North Vlatnaa 1 a 
Peoples Aray of Vlatnaa (PAVN) - or Vlat Hinh (VH), aa they cm to ba 
known- ware taking part In tha Laos' civil war. At a Paris nesting of 
tha three Laotian political factions during Aug-Sep 1965, PrlM Minister 
Phouse had challenged PL denials of tha presence of North Vletnaaaaa In 
the country by Insisting on verification by tha International Control 


Coaalaalon (ICC). Leftist 


refusal to permit verification. 


ik, Souphanouvong, waa uny i e ldin g In his 
26/ 
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Th« first concrete evidence of North Viatnanaee In Laos cane 
In ald-8epteeber 1964 with the capture of three regulars of the PAVN. 

One of the trio admitted that two battalions of his regiment had been 
serving in Laos and that his unit took part In an assault on^the Neu¬ 
tralists In the Plains des Jarrea during May of that year. 

By mid-July 1965, lntelllgenca reports estimated that sons 5,000 
PAVN troops In operational units were serving in Laos. In addition, 
approxlaataly 3,000 PAVN aleeants were on detached duty with PL units. 

In asking these estimates. It was kept In elnd that North Vietnam could 

28/ 

quickly nova at least four regular PAVN divisions across the border. 

PL forces were organised Into 89 infantry battalions of 400 to 

500 nan each: nine artillery and nine AAA batteries; four guerrilla 

battalions of 200 to 500 nan each; and three security battalions of 250 

29/ 

to 300 sen each. These units comprised the PL’s regular forces. In 
addition, the provincial crwlttea of the PL, the NLHX front, had orga¬ 
nised an unknown number of qessl-mllltary forces. The latter were scat¬ 
tered throughout the country and conducted armed propaga n da, reconnais¬ 
sance, sabotage, and aabush. PAVN units In the country consisted of 10 
to 13 battalions of 450 to 500 nan each, and two artillery battalions. 

The first half of 1965 saw no important change In the distribution 
of PL and PAVN troops In Laos. The seven northern provinces contained the 
largest numbers. Of the seven, Xleng Khouang Province had the graataat 
conc e n t ration, with nine PL and three to five PAVN infantry battalions, 
three PL AAA batteries, and two PAVN artillery batteries.* As PL strength 
increased during the letter half of the year, Xiang Khouang Province again 
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received the greatest nuabar with the addition of 850 troopa. Othar 

larga lncraaaaa Included 650 troopa to Sam Neua Provinca. 550 to Savan- 

31/ 

nakhat Provlnca, and 400 to Khaamouane Provlnc*. 

On 4 Octobar, tha U.S. Embassy in Vlantlana hoard a PL radio 
broadcaat which announcad that PL arsed forcaa had assumed the new 
Identity of "Laotian Paoplaa Liberation Army (Forcaa Armae Da Libera¬ 
tion Du Peuple Lao). The terminology doaaly paralleled that uaad by 
tha Viet Cong'a National Liberation Front In South Vietnam, and ralaad 
suspicion that the PL waa thinking of an open break with tha Government 

of National Union, rejection of tri-parclam, and eventual eatabllahment 
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of a liberation front" In Laoa. 




C. AIR SUPPORT FOR FAR AMD NEUTRALISTS 

Before June 1964, morale within the Royal Laotian Government (RLG) 
waa at low abb due to political lnateblllty and military aetbacka. 

Leaa than two waaka earlier, on 17 May, General Kong Le'a Nautrallata 
had been driven from the Plalne daa Jarraa (PDJ) by tha FL and PAVM. ^ 
The battle of the PDJ, however, marked the beginning of lncreaaed 
air support for FAR and Nautrallat forcaa, and thla. In turn, l^roved 

tha aortic of the ground troopa and hampered Conmunlat -ante 

Fr-" May until December 1964, tha FAR and Nautrallat forcea received 
all of their air support from General Thao Ma'a RLAF T-2S’s (Including 
T-M'a flows by Thai pllota atartlng In June). Than, in December, USAF 
Jet fighters from South Vietnam bases entered the conflict. U.S. air¬ 
craft from Thailand bases coanwncad strikes In Laos In early 1965. 
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Until the Hey etteck egalnst the Neutralists, the RLAF possessed 
only four T-28'a plus e few non-tact leal aircraft types, and lte air¬ 
craft were reatrlcted to the use of only rocket* and guns. On 17 May, 
vlth the PDJ attack In Its second day, American Ambassador Leonard Unger 
(then Ambassador to Laos) authorized the use of 100 and 500 f~-yi bombs 
against the attacking forces. The next day, four more T-28'a were 
pressed Into the battle. The latter aircraft were loaned to tha RLAF 
by Detachment 8, 1st Air Commando Wing of the Special Air Warfare Train¬ 
ing Canter (SAW Det 6). SAW Det 6 was a U.S. Air Force unit stationed 
at Udorn Airfield, Thailand where, slnca Its arrival in March 1964, It 
had been providing advanced training for RLAF pilots and maintenance 
personnel under the U.S. Military Assistance Program (MAP). The addition¬ 
al T-28's were not enough, and. by the 19th, the Neutralists were In re- 
cruc * In a futile effort to help Kong La's forces to regroup, General 

•h took his T-28’s out of Savannakhet, In the Laos Pambaadl*, and moved 
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them north to Vientiane, thus placing them nearer the PDJ. 

With the Neutralists losing ground, the need was recognised for 
®ur* aircraft and pilots. On 21 May, a decision was made to augment the 
RLAF with five Thai pilots, but because of a lack of experienced per¬ 
sonnel and facilities, and an uncertainty as to how well the Laos and 
Thai pilots would work together, Genersl Ms wanted tha U.S. to assume 
control of the Thai augmentation force. As a result, they ware placed 
under the operational control of the American Embassy's Air Attach* 

(AIRA). By 25 Hay, although 20 T-28'a were available for support of 
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PAR and Neutralist forces, there was still a shortage of pilots. On 

the 25th and 26th, U.S. civilian pilots eaployed by the Air Aaeriean 

Company (a CIA sponsored organization at Udorn Airfield) Sacratly flew 

20 strike missions In T-28's. Their use was discontinued, however, 
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for fear of adverse world opinion if discovered. 

Meanwhile, SAW Det 6 had eterted training a group of ten Thai 

pilots. By June 1964, their treinlng completed, the Thai were flying 

strike mlasions in Laos. The manner In which they carried out thesa 

lift eisslons was used as a pattern for future operations by Thai 

pilots. Taking off froe Udorn Airfield, they flew up to Hattay Airport, 

Vientiane.where their aircraft were loaded with weapons and the pilots 

briefed on their missions. After consisting each day's alealona, they 
36 / 

returned to Udorn. 

2. 1-28 Pilo t Trainin g at Udorn 

As noted earlier, SAW Det 6 had been training RLAF pilots and 
■alntenance personnel prior to the PDJ battle. HATERPUMP. as the train¬ 
ing progren for Laos personnel was known, was the detachment's primary 
responsibility. The U.S. Air Force, however, wee more deeply involved 
tbe T-28 program than just the training of RLAF personnel. The 333rd 
Air Baas Squadron (replaced by the 6232d Combat Support Group in July 
1965) provided aalntemance support for all T-28'a used In training as 
well aa combat operatloos and USAF personnel from Udorn were sent on 
tmporary duty to Vientiane to aaalat In aircraft launching operations. 
Similarly, Air Force personnel were provided for General He's T-28'e, 
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which had returned to Savannakhet. following their temporary deployment 

to Vientiane during the PDJ battle. Initially. SAW Det 6 had provided 

personnel for both locations, but, in mid-November 1964, the 333rd Air 

Base Squadron assumed the responsibility, freeing SAW Det 6 to concen- 

37/ 

trate on an expanding pilot training program. 

Following completion cf training of the firet ten pllota in June 
1964, Det 6 commenced training of additional Thai pilots and, at the 
sane tine, continuing the RLAF training prog ran. At the bsglnni^ of 
September of that year, there were 15 T-28 qualified Laos pilots in the 
RLAF > with four others scheduled to complete training on the 15th of 
the month. Another four were undergoing training In the United States 
but would not finish until August 1965. Additionally, there were 16 
qualified Thai pllota. Following the pattern set in June, the latter 
group was baaed at Udorn, but flew missions in Laos after first stopping 
at Vientiane for weapons loading. Nine other Thai were scheduled to 
start training later in September and complete in mid-October. There¬ 
after, a new group of pilots was to start training at Udorn each month 

33/ 

in order to maintain a level of 20 operational T-28 pilots. 

With the training of Thai pilots established as a continuing 
program, a meeting was held at Udorn Airfield, in mld-Sapteafcer 1964. 
by representatives of the Royal Thai Air Force (RTAF), USAF, and AIRA. 

Out of it came a number of agreementa concerning the future course of 
the program. During training, all RTAF pilot trainees were to retain 
their RTAF statue, and come under control of the 23rd Cosqwelte Squadron, 

an RTAF unit at Udorn. When actually assigned to combat operations in 
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t«os t th« Thai pilots wars Isgslly discharge fro« RTAF and flaw as 
mercenaries. 

Training was divided Into two phases. Phase I consisted of 
general academic and flying training. Phase 11 - a concentrated flying 
prograa. While in the first phase, pilots displaying the greatest 
potential for combat operations ware chosen to go Into phasa two. The 
remainder were reassigned to Composite Squadron 23 for continuation 
training■ The latter unit was to furnish enough coebat-ready pilots 
for the last two weeks of training to replace pilots due for relief 
from operations, thus helping to maintain the required 20-pilot level. 
Each RTAF pilot was to slther fly 100 nlaslons in a four month period, 

4 < 

or complete six months of operational flying, whichever occurred first. 

The schedule called for an Input of nine Thai pilots to be 

tr ai n in g during October 1964,eight In November, and nine every six 

weeks thereafter. Only three of each nine were to be rotated Into 

tactical operations to fly nlssiona in Laos. The remaining six of 

each group were to return to the RTAF where they would serve as lu¬ 
ll/ 

atructors. 

The training of pilots for return to the RTAF was a departure 
from the original agraenant for the support of T-28 operations In Laos. 
Aa a result of this change, the Deputy Chief of the Joint U.S. Military 
Advisory Group, Thailand (DEPCHJUSMAC THAI) called for reclarlflcatlon 
of training objectives at Udorn, aa well as a new agreement to establish 
responsibilities of the various agencies involved in the program. 

JUSMAG's Interest In the T-28 progrem stemsed from his responsibility 






for the management and supervision of Che Laos Military Assistance 
Program (MAP). In chat capacity, be controlled the use of MAP equip¬ 
ment, funds, and materials. 

The answer JUSMAG sought came out of a conference held in Bang¬ 
kok on 1 October. Training objectives remained unchanged, with the in¬ 
put of Thai pilot tralneea to be nine each six weeks, and maintenance 
of the 20-pllot pool. Relative to operations, it was determined that 
Det 6 would retain control of students, while the Air Attache in Vientiane 
and Det 6 both controlled tactical pilots. The actual selection of tacti¬ 
cal pilots to undergo training, however, was made by the RTAF. AlRA's 
control over the pilots were exercised in Laos where that office was 
charged with responsibility for tactical operations. Det 6 itself, and 
hence the training program, came under the jurisdiction of the 2d Air 
Division (2AD), Tan Son Nhut Air Baas, Vietnam. The latter organisation 
delegated control to the Deputy Commander 2AD at Udorn Airfield. 

In January 1965, the DEPCHJUSMAG THAI spelled out in greater 
detail the responsibilities of the various agencies involved in the 
T-28 program. While the requireawnt remained to train Thai pilots to 
support the 20-pllot pool, JUSMAG reiterated that Det 6'e primary task 
was, as it had been in the past, to trsin and upgrade the Royal Laotian 
Air Force. The American Embassy in Vientiane, which, through its Air 
Attache, took operational control of the T-28's when they croeeed from 
Thailand into Laos, aleo determined policy for the use of aircraft for 
training, their locations, and the priority of tasks for combat-ready 
aircraft. The embeeey aleo operated an Air Operetiome Center (A0C) et 
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Vientiane end provided policy guidance to the DEPCHJUSHAG remained in 

*3/ 

charge of Che Jfilitary Aaeiecanee Program for Laos. To better under¬ 
stand the nature of the control each agency had over the program, the 
reader la referred to the chart on page 36. 

The chief of the JUSMAG Thailand aerved aa coordinator for the 
Royal Thai and D.8. Governments in agreements concerning the use of 

Thai facilities for the T-28 program. He also uaa the coordinator for 

11 / 

the Thai input of Thai pilots to maintain the 20-pilot pool. 


Even as details of the expanded pilot training program were 

emerging from the various meetings, there was growing concern over the 

need for more T-28 aircraft. As noted earlier, 20 had been preened into 

service in Laos by late May 196*. In September of that year, the ntwber 

for training cc - oat totalled 33. Ten of that number were flown by 

the RLAF at Savannakhet. Four of the ten were on loan to the RLAF from 

SAW Dec 6. The remaining 23 aircraft, all baaed at Odom, ware employed 

for training and deployment to Vientiane for strikes in Laos. Three of 

the latter group were RT-28's (reconnaissance aircraft). During the 1 

October 196* JUSMAG conference in Bangkok, it waa established that a 

cotel of *0 aircraft were needed. The figure included four T-28'e for 

training and 36 for tactical miaalons. Four of the 36 could be sub- 

etltuted by RT-28'a. Both the AMEMB and DEPCHJUSHAG supported the 40- 

11 / 

aircraft requlrementa. 
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w * r ® ,uch problem# ■■ losses, battle damage, aircraft not op«rationally 
raady due to supply difficulties (supply MORS), and normal nalntananca 
attrition. Additionally, aircraft loaned to the RLAF racalvad poor mala- 
tanancs while deployed at Savatmakhet. The practice there had been to 
return the aircraft to Udorn for replacements, but every aircraft re¬ 
turned had first been kept at Savatmakhet until extensive nalntananca 
waa needed. Thus, whan the 333rd Air Base Squadron received those T-28'a, 
they were often out of service for extended periods. 

In early November 1964, SAW Det 6 informed 2AO that the 333rd 
could not offer sustained nalntenance support for the T-28 training pro¬ 
gram under existing conditions with the United Dunbar of aircraft avail¬ 
able. The 333rd'a smlntenance officer pointed out that his organisation 
had to make available approximately six aircraft for the Thai pilots, 
who were flying 12 to 18 aiselons dally from Vientiane. These were the 
Udorn-based aircraft which flaw up to Vientiane and returned to Udorn 
each day upon completion of their ml salon. Udorn's aircraft assets were 
iAxed further In November when four more wars sent to Savannakbet on tam- 
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porety loan. These were in addition to the four already there from a 
previous loan (the original four had come to be considered as a "perme- 

. 42 / 

o*at ' loan). T-28'o at Savannakhat now nuabarad 13• 

Both Det 6 and the 333rd recommended the return of the loaned 
aircraft from Savannakhat. The 333rd, In making the recommendation, 
asked that operational requirements be determined dally for both the 
northern (Vientiane) and eastern (Savannakhet) bases, and that aircraft 
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0. deployed on a daily baal. t0 both Nation., .. r.,ulr.d. , al . 0 

tacouDanded that -or. T-28*. b. provld.d to th . 333rd> ^ 

^““ d ° r 1,Dt ’ UPP ° rt t0 more aircraft when h. volced hl . 

Vl * W * th-t th * • lrCra,t P 001 f or Uo. operations w.. 'dang.roual, W. W 
Mld-Novaabar brought .one r.H.f for th. T-28 nhortag. wh.n th. 
Co^ndr-ln-Ch!.,. P. clflc (CIWCPAC), authorial th. tranaf.r of flv. 

2> a to SAW D.t 6. On th. 24th of th. sam. nonth, 2AD inform th. 
^put, Co—nd.r 2AD, Thailand of atiU oth.r action, by CIKCPAC to trnna- 
« T-2S . and *T-26«. fro. Viatnan. Th. latt.r tranaf.r. vara to bring 
total aval lab la .i rcr af t to 43 - thr.. .or. than th. 40-plan, r«,«ir.- 
-nt. a.t at th. Octob.r JOSMAC noting. «, Ut . D.c«b.r 1964 . 40 alr- 

;~ ft «-»•.. u ^ plua 

fiv * T-28D'. at Savannakhet. 

Oth.r T-28 tranaf.r* platm.d by CISCPAC wr. to provld. 16 nor. 
aircraft for Uo. operation. by nld-Aprll 1965. Th... uor. to co~ fro. 

• Stoup of 20 bain. nodlfi.d , t Col-bua, 0Wo> ^ flrac |tvn 

achlulad to arrive In March 1965, and th. r«.lnd.r by 15 April 127 

Th. prograa .uffarl . .attack ln JmiMry 1965 ^ on ^ ^ 

th. gun. of a T-28 parUd at Watt.y Airport. »Utl«., vara trigg.m 
•ccldwtally, striking th. fu.1 tank of anothar T-28. Th. latt.r blav „ 

“* off fir., which daatroyad .Ight oth.r T-28'a. Thl. accident, 
couple, ith previous attrition lo...., raducad th . nu ^ ar of T . 28> , [ o „ 

.vllabl. for Uo. operation.. On 28 January, th. loa... vara partially 
off..t by th. MAT. vhlch lo^d flv. D f lt . T-28'a for Uo. op.r.tlona! 

Thl. laft th. Progran a.v«, abort of th. r^ulrl 40. Th. invantor, th« 
-roppi to 31 aircraft In aarly P.bruary and r« W at that l.v.l through 
Ch ‘ ^ "«h landing naar Odom on 30 March raducad th. total to 30 

d-rl h r^h.T^ 0f ^ T ' M, ‘ fr °" C ° 1 “ b “- 0hl °* ^ —— «o arrive 

'I * t Z™" P#rl ° d * th * thr - «*- nlddl. of 

^ «. *T inguat, there war. 42 T-28*. ..algal. Attrition radued th. 

figure to 35 in RovmUt and Dacanb.r. & 
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numb.red 500 troop., were net by a force of only 80 defender.. At the 
outaet of the attack. Colonel Tenh, Coanmnder of the defending force, 
told hie aoldlere that If they could hold out till daylight, Cenaral Ma 
would arrive with hla T-28's. Encouraged, they held their poaltlone 
deplte the overwhelming odd. until the 1-28*. cane. Although the Com- 
■uniat aucceeded In destroying the bridge, they suffered heavy losses 

from aerial attacks. When thay retreated, they left behind 112 deed 

J 52/ 

and were seen carrying many dead and wounded. 

During July, the FAR launched three widely scattered offensives. 
In the north, Mao General Vang Fao, Commander of Military Zone II, 
opened what was described as a limited offensive near Na Rhang in Sea 
Meua Province. Another limited offensive was started In Military Zone 
III, north of Dong Hens In the central panhandle, and a third, southwest 
of Attopeu, in the southern panhandle (Military Zone IV). The ensuing 
months saw other offensives launched by FAR and Neutralist forces as 
well as the Communists. By year's and, the PL/PAVN manifested increasing 
r *»f*tanee and the situation became uncertain in some areas. 

«• 5am Meu a Offensive 

In January, Ambassador Craham Martin, 0.8. Ambassador In 
Thailand, cited the Increased Fathet Laos activity In the vicinity of 
Sam Heua (See map on page 41) as a reason for his belief the Barrel 
Roll program (See discussion of Barrel Roll later in this chapter) should 
be expanded. Meanwhile, Ambassador William H. Sullivan of Laos (who had 
replaced Leonard Unger) told Lt General Joseph B. Moore, 2AD Coaaander, 
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th*t h« was baing pressed to use D.S. jet aircraft against eneay con- 

53/ 

centrat ions in the Saa Neua area. 

In Saa Neua Province several areas had already been loat to 
the Coaaunists, and intelligence reports In March showed that PL/PAVH 
units were continuing a buildup. Although the buildup had boon under 
observation since the beginning of the year. It was 10 July before PAR 
forces launched an offensive near Na Khang in southwest Saa Neua Pro- 

55/ 

vinca. Eleaents taking part In the offensive were volunteer batta¬ 

lions (BV) 22, 26, and 27, BR 250, and Infantry battalions (II) 1 and 2, 
as well as Meo Auto-defense Da Choc (ADC) units. The first objective 
was to capture Hua Huong, 25 klloaeters northeast of Na Khang. Infantry 
Battalions 1 and 2 were to edvance to the east, while BV 25, 26, and 27 
noved to the north. The regaining eleaents were to carry out offensive 
feints. 

Between Na Khang and Hua Huong lay Phou Kao Fa Hut and Than 
Sana, both key terrain features In the defense of Hua Huong. Recognis¬ 
ing this, the PL/PAVN set up strong defenses at those locations. Al¬ 
though 17 Coanuniat positions fell between 10-22 July, two coapanlea 
froa FAR volunteer battalion 25 and two more froa BV 27 wera repulsed 
In an atteapt to taka Phou Kao Fa Hut (hill). Seventeen T-28 sorties 
against PL/PAVN positions In that area also failed. By the 22nd, a FAR 
battalion gained control of a hill about 500 aetars south of Thou Kao 
Fa Nut. Meanwhile, a PAVN unit on the latter had suffered heavy losses 
froa air strikes, but two othar units had noved onto the hill. More 
than 40 sorties were flown against the position In a three-day period 
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beginning 21 July. On Che 22nd, the FAR eelzed the south slope of Phou 
Keo Fa Mut, snd the next day gained the top, leaving PAV» troops on 
only the north side. On the 2Ath, the RLAF attacked the north side. 
Inflicting heavy losses and forcing nost of the re—Inlng troops to 
flee. By the following eornlng, FAR units held all of Phou Keo Fa 

56/ 

Mut. 

As July closed, the Sea Reus offensive was making alow 
headway. BV 26 was within six kilometers of Hus Muong and an all out 
1-28 effort had started. The sir assaults were taking a heavy toll 
on the Communists who, in turn, were trying to reinforce. The special 
air effort also included CAS by Bango/Whlplaah aircraft. (Bango iden¬ 
tified the FAC's and Whiplash the F-lOS's.) A tactic employed was for 
the ground forces to move into an area after it had been subjected to 
day-long attacks by T-28'a with USAF jets hitting nearby troops and gun 
positions. 

In mid-August, General Vang Pao praised the air strikes. 

He said his forces were outnumbered about three to one, and that air 
support had offset the Imbalance and resulted in the continuing success 
of the five week old offensive. It now appeared certain that PL troops 

12 / 

had been wither- j from the battle, as every contact was with PAVN units. 

The presence of RLAF and USAF aircraft brought about a sharp 
curtailment of daytime Communist troop movemsots and logistic efforts. 

As a result, the ground war was being fought largely at night. This 
gave the FAR snd Neutralist forces an added advantage. The Ctrunlsta 
normally carried out two or three attacks nightly. By knowing the 
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location and dlatanca of chair position., it could be detained approxl- 
■ately whan they would have to .tart In ordar to coapl.t. an attack and 
raturn to thalr position, bafor. daylight. This, in turn, axpoaad than 
to counter attacks or harassment. 

Before September ended. FAB force, aov.d into Hua Huong, but, 

by the latter half of Dacenbar. fighting continued and It had bacon. 

38/ 

uncertain as to whether thay could hold the area. 

Meanwhile, throughout the country, fighting Intensified and 

spread In areas of previously launched cswp.lgna. Hew fighting erupted 

In several other areas. In northwest Laos, a Coaauni.t unit had situated 

itself 32 kilometer, southwest of Nan Touel. Three mkl 21 

August, four PL companies were gathering In Naa The. A few days earlier 

two ADC cos**.!., situated 53 kiloeater. southeast of Nan Tonal withdrew 

in the face of a PL attack. The PL also attacked another ADC coepany A5 

kilometers northeast of Naa Touai. / Site 36 la Saa Neua Province, a 

*“U for “ rd °P« r «tlng bass, used by search and rescue helicopters and 

Forward Air controllad VAC) aircraft, caa. under Cowuni.t .ort.r attack 
SSJ 

in Septsaber. In the sane province, FAR forces aet Increasing reals- 

fanca In their atteapta to salts positions along Route 6. Near »-g 

Prabaog, Coaaunlst troops captured a nuabar of snail but laportant posi¬ 
tions. 

October brought the beginning of the dry season. With It. 
tha PL/PAVN salted the Initiative with a sudden surge in ailitary opara- 
tlona, especially in Military Zone III In the central panhandle. On tha 
northern edge of the Plain, des Jarr.s, a FAR offensive, alaed at Ban Tha, 
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ground Co a halt In tha face of heavy raslatanca. At tha aaaa tlna, 

the Neutralists vara fighting to take Phou tout,a strategically situated 

hill on the western edge of the PDJ. They hoped to capture the bill as 

part of an overall effort to ring the PDJ Coonunlst stronghold. In 

November, following three days of C.S. Jot aircraft strikes against Phou 
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Kout, tha neutralists were asking ready for an attack, 
b. Attppeu Offensive : 

General Phaaouk, Cn—ander of Military Region IV, headed 
an offensive, started on 28 July, as a clearing operation along the Se 
Kong River southwest of Attopeu. Infantry Battalion 4 attacked north 
of the river on the 28th and aade contact with the eneay the aaae after¬ 
noon. Meanwhile, three ADC coapanlea attacked south of the river. 
General Phaaouk observed operations fron a ennasnd post on a bluff on 
the Bolevens Plateau. Proa the CP, two lOSaa howitzers were shelling 
Co— un iat positions in support of the advance. In addition, six T-28's 

42 / 

had been positioned at Pakse and were flying CAS alasIona. 

In early August, General Phaaouk'a forces continued to ad¬ 
vance, nesting only light opposition. Pathet Laos soldiers were scat¬ 
tering northward onto the plateau and east serosa the Se Knag. Bad 
weather and rugged terrain were proving to be greater obstacles than 

42 / 

the PL. Three PL battalions tried, in October, to push northeast 
across the Se Kong near Ban Soutouat but were repulsed, after which 

44 / 


there was little activity in Zona IV for the rest of tha year. 








ATTOPEU OFFENSIVE 
JULY-AUGUST 1965 






In Military Zona III, which cane undar tha coaaand of General 
La, an offensive was launched in July froa Dong Hene. The operation, 
which was lntandad to clear the Coaaunist froa an area northeast of Dong 
Hene in the GM 21 sector, spread northward in August when another drive 
got underway to retake the Naa Theun Valley in the CM 12 sector north¬ 
east of Thakhek. At tha end of July, eleawnts of GM 21, covered hy 
BR 370 to the north and CM IS to the south, started a nova north and 
northeast to route PL/PAVN troops froa high ground south of the Se Mol 
River. Progreea was slowed by bad weather, rough terrain, and Coaauaist 
guerrilla tactics. 

As the push into the Nan Theun Valley advanced to the clean¬ 
up stage, other plana called for an eastward nova across Karst to tha 
vicinity of Ban Pha Dang and Ban Tleu. Pros the latter, a conpany was 
to aove northwest along the Nan Hla Boun River to Ban Na Hie Mok, the 
final objective. A second coluon was to head northwest from Ban Pha 
Dang to take Ban Mong Kok. If these two operations succeeded,additional 
elenents of GM 12 night be assigned to capture Ban then in order to 

secure the Naa Bla Boun Valley. Any atteapts by the Coan un iats to aove 

66 / 

in relnforceaents were to be stopped by special blocking teaas. 

By Septeaber, the blocking teaas were in position in the 
GM 12 sector. An Auto-defense De Choc (ADC) Conpany south of the Nan 
Theun was blocking relnforceaents froa the Kaa Keut area. Stopping up 
tha Naa Hla Boun Valley north of Thong Long were BR 340 and two sections 
of B123. Operations in the sector gained n oa a ntua in the second half of 
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September and, on the 23d, FAR forces noved into Ban Khen, share they 

found 47 dead PL troop., all apparently froa T-28 strikes. During the 

early part of October, GM 12 units seized Ban Na Hla Nek. Mea nwhile. 

east of Savannakhet In the CM 12 a.ctor, a FAR company, under attsck by 

67/ 

two PL coaq>anles, withdrew to Dong Nhna. 

With FAR forces In Ban Khan, elements of GM 12 ranched the 
Kan Theun River and the Hla Boost Vs 1 ley operation appeared alaost at an 
end when between the 10th and the 14th of October, approximately 1,000 
Connunist troops were reported novlng west on Route 12. Then, with the 
beginning of the dry season the PL seised the Initiative with a sudden 
Increase In activity. On 11 November, heavy fighting broke out near 
Thakhek and the Coeammlsts threatened to cot the Panhandle In half. 

About 800 PL troops were within seven klloaeters of Thakhek 
and five klloaeters fron Khammouane. It was believed the attackers 
weie part of the 1,000 troops earlier seen on Route 12. Captured equlp- 
■ert, later, showed a majority to be North Vletnaaese. The FAR was 
getting air and artillery support from Thakhek but required ground re¬ 
inforcements. Two battalions from Vientiane and an airborne battalion 
from Savannakhet were hurried In and a counter-offensive got underway 
on the 14th. Both the RLAF and USAF provided Close Air Support (CAS). 
Ambassador Sullivan credited their combined effort ss the factor enabling 

the FAR to regain control of the eltuatlon. In one area alone, T-28 

69 / 

strikes killed approximately 100 Communist troops. 
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5. Effects of 1-28 Air Strikes 


A probable (and important) effect of air strlkea In Lsoe was the 
failure of the Coomunlata to carry out their yearly offenalve to seise 
more Laoe territory. In prevloua years, they had launched spring offen¬ 
sives for that purpose. During the beginning of the dry season in the 
closing months of 1964, Communist truck traffic into Laos had appeared 
greater than In preceding years. Traffic was heavy Into spring of 1965. 
Since this was the normal period of Communist buildup for their spring 
offensive, RUf and U.S. aircraft had struck frequently to hinder these 
stockpiling efforts. With the arrival of September 1963, and still no 

22 / 

offensive, it began to appear that a major drive would not be attempted. 

Close Air Support (CAS) played a key role In Laos In of fens Ives 
and counter-offensives. RLAF T-28's and USAF F-105's and FAC's flew CAS 
In all three of the July offensives as well as numerous operations that 
followed. In the Attopeu offensive, they hammered away at Lines of 
Comaninicatlons (LOC's), disrupting the Crimson 1st logistics system. General 
Vang Pao was "elated" with the T-28's. In his region, RLAF strikes killed 
ComoRinlst troops In trenches hidden by as much as three meters of eerth. 

All 146 sorties flown from Savennakhet during the 22 July - S August period 
were In support of the FAR offensive north of Dong Hens and eoutbeiast 
of Attopeu. Slstflerly, the 147 sorties from Vientiane, In the same period, 
supported operations In the vicinity of Hua Huong In the Sam Reus offen¬ 
sive. Twenty-four RLAF sorties on a single day (6 August) hit entrantfa¬ 
ll/ 

ments and killed 170-190 soldiers. 
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were attacked. Then, a need to airlift supplies to Laos government units 

1±J 

in the area resulted In a stand down of "Duck Soup" frow 11 to 21 June. 

At the end of the period, 2AD aald the probability of success 

was not great enough to Justify resumption. The Ambassador agreed but 

proposed as an alternative that two RLAF T-28's with Air Aswrlca pilots, 

be employed. Use of the Air America pilots, however, was rejected in 

Washington. A final alternative suggested using Thai or Laos pilots. 

That was turned down by the Ambassador and the "Duck Soup 1 ' program was 
76/ 

dropped. 

Table 3 provides a breakdown of T-28 sorties flown from Vientiane 
and Savannakhet during the first half of the year. Because the Bangs/ 
Whiplash program provided Close Air Support (CAS) to Royal Laotian Army 

12J 

operations, they also are Included In Table A. (Mote: Bengo/Whiplash 
was not flown prior to July.) 


TABLE 3 

T-28 SORTIES: JAN-JUN 1963 


Month 


Vientiane 


Savannakhet 


Total 












TABLE 4 


T-28 AND BANCO/WHIPLASH SORTIES 
JUL - DEC 1965 


Period 


1 Jul 
22 Jul 
6 Aug 
20 Aug 
3 Sup 
17 Sup 
1 Oct 
14 Oct 
29 Oct 
12 Nov 
26 Nov 
10 Due 
24 Due 


22 Jul 
2 Aug 

19 Aug 
2 'Sup 
16 Sup 
30 Sup 
14 Oct 
28 Oct 
11 Nov 
25 Nov 
9 Dec 

23 Due 
30 Due 




Total 

Bengo/ 

Vientiane 

Savannaklu 

tt T-28 Sort lea 

Whiolaah 

Unk 

Unk 


Unk 

146 

147 

293 

Unk 

84 

176 

260 

104 

81 

115 

196 

45 

24 

46 

70 

23 

105 

170 

275 

Unk 

124 

156 

280 

20 

109 

144 

253 

16 

38 

113 

151 

60 

56 

55 

111 

120 

77 

108 

185 

44 

Unk 

Unk 


Unk 


-Si 

120 

68 

900 

1294 

2194 

500 


D. USAF INTERDICTION EPPOSTS IN LAOS 

In early 1964, the atrean of loglatlcul auppllau flowing into t-»»y 
frou North Vletnaa (DRV) aurged Into a major river with trlbutarlaa run¬ 
ning throughout thu north. A tentative lifeline hud been eetabllahed 
along thu Ho Chi Mlnh trull end there waa little doubt that the Coaaaunlata 
were nuking an all-out effort to etockplle aaterlale for their onelaught 
again at Sou thu eat Aaia. 

Puthut Laoa (PL) lnaurgenta were in conerol of tlw Plalnu due Jarrua 
and vara threatening Ifciong Soul where General Kong La'a Nuutrallat a nay 
hud regrouped. A major offenalve appeared laalnunt. Thu loaa of Nuoog 
Soul would ehatter the Nuutrallat forcua and, once In control of that 

* r **i fl* Coununieta would have bean In a etrong poaltlon to taka 
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over the whole of northern Leo*. 

By July 1964, the large Increase In supply and personnel movement s 
along Route 7, to the PL forces facing Kong La, coupled elth Infiltration 
activity along the Ho Chi Hlnh trail, profited the tJ.S. to consider even¬ 
tual air Interdiction operations and Close Air Support (CAS) for Royal 
Laos Government (RLC) forces. 

Although USAP jet reconnaissance aircraft had been flying Tankaa 
T *“ reconnaissance missions over the country since May, no U.S. strike 
aircraft had been employed. During the Interim period. Royal Air 
force (RLAP) T-28's, with USAF sir coamando trained Laos and Thai pilots, 
provided the strike sorties for both Interdiction and Close Air Support 
(CAS) operations. In July, the JCS asked CIHCPAC to provide a detai led 
plan for cutting Route 7 with strikes by D.S. aircraft, using a reconaals- 

2S/ 

itncc cover. 


The PDJ and the Junction at Route 7 and 13, held by the PL, commanded 

all roads In northern Laos. For this reason, Route 7, the road of entry 

Into the FDJ, was considered oh of the most strategic and promlel^ oo- 

79/ 

J*ctIves for early strike and armed reconnaissance operations. 

RLAF T-28'e had had some success with Interdiction strikes along this 
Important supply artery, but the aircraft's ordnance capability was In¬ 
adequate for some targsts and the airplanes ware available only la limited 
number. While acknowledging the aircraft’s limitations, the American 
Ambassador to Laos, Leonard Unger, wanted to continue the use of RLAF 
T-28's In most Interdiction operations. The Ambassador felt that pro¬ 
longed harassment, rather than large scale attacks, was mors desirable 
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and would be more acceptable to the Laotians. He did agree, however, 

80/ 

that the aore difficult targets could be struck by Aaerican jets. 

Near the and of September, the RLAF gave approval for use of lea 
T-28's in the proposed interdiction strikes along Route 7. The Aabaaaador 
In Vientiane announced that the aircraft would go against 13 targets, 
including Mu Cia Pass, on l* Oct 1964. U.S. participation in the atrlkea 
was the responsibility of 2AD Yankee Tsaa units. 2AD handled the details 
Of tactical planning, coms u nlcatlons, and co—and control of U.S. air¬ 
craft. These aircraft were authorised for use in high cover aupport, 
flak suppression roles, and search and rescue operations. Armed Yankee 

Tea* reconnalaaance missions were also authorised to strike targets 

11 / 

beyond the capability of the RLAF T-28's. 

The T-28 missions began on October 14. The first target of the aeries 

was Mu Gla Pass, one of the main entry points Into Laos from the DRV, and 

one of two such passes destined to receive considerable attention during 

tbs coming year. USA? F-100‘s and RF-101's based In South Vietnam (RVM) 

took part in the operations. All 13 targets assigned to the series were 

hit and the last missions were flown on 27 October. Although Initial 

reports indicated some success, final analysis showed overall results to 
82/ 

be below expectations. 

Although the expected PL offensive had yet to materialise by late 
October, a Heavy increase In truck traffic was reported by the new Ameri¬ 
can Ambassador In Vientiane, William I. Sullivan. A special effort by 
the Communists to reinforce and resupply Pathet Laos/Viet Klnh (PL/VM) 
positions la the PDJ was apparent. Renewed recom men dations for approval 
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of Yankee Team strikes against Routs 7 wars side, and tha first USA? Inter¬ 
diction mission was finally approved and flown. Four F-105 ecrlke air¬ 
craft; sight F-100'a, flying MIG cover, and three RF-101 KM IB (Battle 
Damage Assessment/Weather) aircraft took part In tha first mission — an 
armed reconnaissance sortie along Route 8 and a strike against the Maps 
Highway bridge — 14 Dec 1964, Negligible damage to targets was reported. 


During the first three months of Barrel Roll jperatlo^, as the 
new Interdiction program was to be called, more than 50 percent of the 
effort was devoted to armed reconnaissance of various highways and roads 
In northern Laos and the Panhandle. In tha first three months of 1965, 
®*r**l Noll missions ware flown. Thirty of these early rise ions wars 
****** reconnaissance flights covering the major supply routes in t — 

12, and 121. (See map, pg 58 .) seventeen 
of tha armed reconnaissance missions were given military arose or ln- 
•tilUtloas, supply points, and bridges as secondary targets. The re¬ 
maining missions consisted of one special strike against a well defended 
bridge and tha establishment of choke points at Mu Cla Pass, Nap* Pass, 
and on Routes 6, 7, and 8. Since little or no traffic was sighted, most 
daytime armed reconnaissance flights struck secondary targets or returned 

*° recovery bases with ordnance aboard. Night missions were not autbo- 

84/ 

rlcad alternate targets. 

In January, CINCPAC told the JCS that ha fait that, while vehl- 
eu 2sr traffic was a good target, too much effort was required to find 
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auch aobU. objectives. Better results, ha believed, could ba obcalnad 
by concentrating on attacks against storaga buildings, truck parks, 
petroleum, and .munition storaga d<«p.. «. wall as strikes against 
bridges and choke points. Attacks against the., typa targets would slow 
down or ccmpletely strangle the flow of Comuniat material and personnel. 
For this reason, CIHCPAC believed that sraed reconnaissance to locate 
■oblle targets should play a secondary role to .lesions scheduled against 
fixed targets. 

CIHCPAC suggested that a combination of daylight a mad reconnais¬ 
sance, night route reconnaissance els.Ions, Tanka Tea. flights, and SLAT 
T-28 operations should be used to provide a balanced, day and night. In¬ 
terdiction progra. to exert constant pressure on the Comunist supply- 
resupply nsework. While ad.lttin* that traffic In Laos aoved neatly at 
night, CIHCPAC felt that day operations were generally nora productive.^ 
Concerning the overall Interdiction progra., CIHCPAC said, "... 
to be effective (the) progra. mist be responsive to the tactical situation 
In regard to routes flown, frequency and tiding of Missions end target 
selection. In addition, It auat be a continuous, coaprehenslve, coordi¬ 
nated progra. with (an) Inherent flexibility to rapidly respond to PL/VX 

87/ 

tactics and patterns of operations..." 

2. Wight Interdiction 

Might operations had been considered fro. the beginning. Hear 
the end of 19M, JCS pointed out to CIHCPAC that Intelligence reports 
Indicated that RLAP T-28 activities, umblned with fear of Yankee Tam 
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the next three months. In the last two weeks of December, 251 night 

• 89/ 

sorties were flown by USAF aircraft. 


3. Ban Ken Brldse Strike 

Damage Inflicted upon tbe enemy by the first armed reconnaissance 
missions in the Barrel Boll series had been disappointing. Bomb Damage 
Assessment (BOA) indicated nothing more than several buildings destroyed, 
several more severely dasmgad, and some minor dasmge to othera. Two 


bridges listed as primary targets for the first two missions were un¬ 
scathed. The search for ways and means to improve the interdiction pro¬ 
gram resulted in a shift of emph asis more and more toward fixed targets. 
In early January, a special mission was planned to perfect Barrel loll 
techniques. The first isportant test of procedures in the new interdic¬ 
tion operation came with the attack on the Ban Ken Bridge os 13 Jan 1965. 

The bridge, located on the eastern end of Route 7 near Ban Ken 
Village, where the strategic supply artery croesed the Nam Nat River, 
had been considered s prism target even before the first interdiction 
missions were flown. The Air Attache in Vientiane thought the bridge 
to be one of the most important targata available because it wan, in his 
opinion, virtually impossible to circumvent. Three unsuccessful T-2B 
missions had been flown against the bridge in July 1964 and an Uif T-2S 

Si/ 

bad been lost to ground fire during one of these strikes. 

MACV also considered the Ban Ken Bridge a vital Interdiction 
target and suggested to CINCFIC thf its destruction cnuld effectively 
disrupt the flow of traffic from the DRV. In August 1964, CINCPAC 
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suggested the Bsn Ken Bridge as the first Interdiction target to be 
struck by U.S. aircraft and that it be hit by Navy planes. However, 
MACV recommended the use of USAF F-100's and F-105*s arecd with cluster 
boeb units (CBU-2A), napala for flak suppression, and air to ground 
missiles (AGM-12B) for bridge destruction. If the bridge was completely 
destroyed before the missiles were expended, the unused weapons were to 
be fired at surviving AA positions. At a mssting held in MACV head¬ 
quarters in October 1964, the Ban Ken Bridge was again rscowended as 
a desirable first target. MACV reiterated the feeling that its des¬ 
truction was expected to inhibit the flow of supplies to FL/VH forces 
* n< *» more than chat, it would set the stage for subsequent attacks by 

U.S. forces on hard, land targets in the Panhandle as well as other 
92/ 

sections of Routs S. 

Despite the interest shown in the bridge, eight missions were 
flown against other armed reconnaissance targets in the Barrel toll 

Interdiction program before the JCS granted CIKCPAC authority to con- 

93/ 

duct the special strike. 


The Strike : 

Sixteen F-lOVs and eight F-100'a made up the strike force. 

An RF-101, with a pilot who was familiar with tbs area, was used to 
aid in target identification. The F-100'e were armed with CMf, ACM 
alas ilea and 20 m ammo for flak suppression runs. There were some 33, 
37/57a, anti-aircraft artillery (AA) emplacements and ten automatic 
weapons guarding the bridge, and previous Barrel Boll missions had 
been directed to avoid the area. Only six of the F-105's were 
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that delivery tactlca for tha AGM at that tine Increased the vulner¬ 
ability of delivery aircraft to enemy ground fire because of the neces¬ 
sity for Multiple passes. He felt, the weapons potential on a single 

pass was rather low. The general also concluded that nixed ordnance 

97/ 

loads on single aircraft were undesirable. 

On 19 January, the JCS directed the deletion of 28 targata 
fron the then current Interdiction strike list. The deletions included 
six bridges (one which was the Nape Highway Bridge partially destroyed 
by the RLAf in 1964) and nine Military areas or Installations. Four¬ 
teen targets were retained and listed as valid Barrel Boll daylight 
nlsslon objectives, the aajorlty of which were Military areas. The 
span at Ban Nhosnsarath was the only bridge Included. To this list, tha 
JCS also recim niled addition of eight new targets, subject to the 
approval of the Anerican Ambassador to Laos. Significantly, the »rrs 

96/ 

and Mu Gia Pass choke points were Included In the recoaasnded addition*. 

-MACV was dissatisfied with the Military effectiveness of the 
Barrel Roll Interdiction effort and proposed "on-call" strikes against 
predesignated choke points without frequency limitations. In addition, 

MACV wanted to establish three (key) choke points on Routes 12, 23, and 
8, which were to be Maintained by "reseeding" with quick-fuse boobs, 
for cratering, and delayed action and antldlsturbanca (butterfly) boobs 
which would harass work parties and add to the cratering. MACV suggested 
periodic arned reconnaissance of these choke points to destroy traffic 
which could build up behind blocked areas. He also pointed out that 
the proposed choke point prograa should not be subject to the 48 hour 
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30 6 stmrr 


Interval (atarlla period) required between Barrel Roll flights at that 
99/ 

time. 


In February, after a brief show of Interest In applying Barrel Roll 
operations to Interdiction targets In the See Neua erea which were pro- 

a - ^ f or strike by RLAF T-28'e. Ambassador Sullivan also began to 

press for a choke point prograa. The Ambassador announced that he was 
opposed, at that time, to additional, special Barrel Roll missions, 
especially In the Saa Seua area. He Indicated that ha was nore In favor 
of the MACV proposals. The Ambassador said, "...for the past few weeks, 
Vientiane, working closely with MACV, has been attempting to develop a 
systematic choke point program, with regular reseeding follow up, to 


be complimented by saturation armed recce, especially at night over 

100 / 

well-defined infiltration road networks." 


The Ambassador felt that there had been a delay In moving toward 
the choke point concept because of what he termed “the Intrusion of 
several other Barrel Roll missions not associated with this central 
Interdiction program.” Although Ambassador Sullivan said that he was 
not against other targets "per sa," he did feel that the number of such 
lucrative targets was not significant and that such objectives could be 


attacked after coherent choke point-reseedlng-armed recoonaieaaace 

101 / 

procedures had been firmly established. 


Concurring with the Ambassador’s view, MACV asked 2AD to develop 
an operation plan for cresting and reseeding four choke points on Routes 
6 and 65 and in the Saa Seua area, with initial air strikes to be accom¬ 
plished at the rate of one each day over a four day period. Two cliffs 
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the northeast .id. of a hairpin torn, Ju « ,„ uth «„ t of g., 
on Route 6, was to be given flr.t priority. ^ 

During March the eapheal. aw.y from armed r.co nnal aaance be- 
C “* tlmly eatabllahed. Sev.nt.en .i.. ion , w . r . flown ^ 

point, at Nap. and Mu Cl. P..,.. „ d Rcc, 6> 7> ^ , Hlth ^ 

Gl. and Map. P ... receiving the mo.t attention. Only i2 arMd rout . 
reconnalaaancc .i.alon. uer. flovn during the same period. The choke 

point prograa accounted for^an average of nor. than 50 percent of the 
altsloDfl until S*pt*ab«r. 

4* S£S£^ Tiger 

In addition to the change in target enphaala, nore and nore of 
the interdiction effort was being .hlfted fro. the PDJ .re. In northern 
Uoa to the Panhandle area south of Napa Pa... Purthar avldence of ln- 
creaaad Infiltration by PL/VM troop, into tha aouthern part of Lao. 
proceed the JCS, near the end of March, to a.k C1NCPAC to plan « pro- 
gra* to inhibit the infiltration operation. The nev pr0 gr« ... to 
bagln on 3 April. JCS nade It clear that they vented a conplete program, 
one which would provide a choke point /reeeedlng operation and lpttU1 
air strikes against fixed targets such as supply points, rest and re¬ 
fueling areas as well a. other military installation, supporting - <j 

infiltration offorts. The program would be conducted under the same 
ground rule, as BR operations. Thar. ua. on. exception - n.p.1* could 
oow be used when euchorLed by the American Anba.aador to Laos. ^ 
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in outlining hi. concept.of th. now Steel Tiger eerie., HACV 

pointed out . shortage of lucr.tiv. ..cond.ry t.r.et. end .ugge.t.d that 

thi. problen could be off.et .o-ewh.t by cr.t.rin, reed., .long .elected 

rout... t» the .b.enc. of proni.ing .lt.rn.te objective.. Roed cratering. 

MACV Mid. would differ free the ..t.bli.hl choke point proclure. in 

that the u« of delayed action boob. v«. „ 0 t intends .nd periodic re- 

•trike. would be nece.-ry. So« d.ytim, e«d recce ni..ion. f to .void 

Jetelaoning of ordnice, hed been ...Ign.d choke point. .. ..coodar, t.r- 

***•’ ur ««. *or thi. p„rpo.e hi not yet been give, night 

'*d r * CC * * ltho “« h it »1 been augga.ted early in the Barrel 

Boll progran. 

The operation, order for Steel Tiger di.tributl on 31 March 

ms. and basically folloid the Barrel Boll plan. The operating .re. 

for the new interdiction effort w.. Haiti to portion, of the Laotian 

Paabidl.. -onth of Map. Operation, in northern Lao. would continue 

to be cam B.rr.1 Roll. Rout. 92 and Route 23 .outb of Rout. 9 in th. 

Panhandle, id th. are. below Rout. 9 id v..t of Rout. 23 wa. r.t.inl 

hy the RLAF aa it hi been .me. the Ban Tig v.i incident in January.^ 

The first Steel Tiger mission was flown on 3 April 1965. Up 

until that time only 53 als.lon. hi been flown in the Hire Barrel Roll 

program. In the fir.t month of the operation, 7* Steel Tiger mission. 

wr. Launched. Thirty of th... wer. armed recona.l..anc. 5 27 mi,.ion. 

war. flown again.t choke point, id ro.d eagnenta. and th. remainder wer. 

attack, again.c .uch target, a. military area., installations, supply 

point., id bridge.. Barrel Roll operation, al.o experienced 
* 
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of activity In April, with the bulk of the effort being directed at 

varioua choke polnta. Armed reconnaissance accounted for six of the 

April Barrel Roll aisslons. Eight missions were devoted to other fixed 
107/ 

targets. 


Approximately two months after the Steel Tiger operation began, 
COMUSHACV clarified and consolidated previous message traffic on Barrel 
Roll/Steel Tiger ground rules for operating units. One of the restric¬ 
tions listed, the observance of the two-mile buffer cone, was lifted by 

the American Aabasaador to Laos a few days later. The mesaage spelled 

108 / 

out the following operating procedurea: 

Barrel Ro.l choke point missions were euthorlaed to conduct 
armed route reconnaissance and attack targets of opportunity along ell 
approved routes In both Barrel Roll and Steel Tiger areas In addition to 
their primary missions. Also, Barrel Roll day reconnaissance missions 
could crater roads along all approved RLAF route segnenta In both areas— 
this Included all choke points—to dispose of ordnance In the event 
weather or other operational factors prevented strikes against prebriefed 
targets. However, Steel Tiger nlsslon aircraft were not allowed to pene¬ 
trate Barrel Roll areas in search of targets of opportunity. Steel Tiger 
choke point missions could conduct armed reconnaissance or strikes against 
targets of opportunity along approved routes in the Steel Tiger area in 
lieu of primary targets also. In addition. Steel Tiger aircraft could 
crater approved roads and choke points within the area to dispose of 
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ordnance. Both Barrel Roll and Steel Tiger aircraft, operating In the 
Steel Tiger reetricted area, were directed to costly with etrlct radar 
flight-following and navigational assistance procedures. The rules 
authorised the use ot Thai baaed aircraft for use In strikes against 
fleeting, transitory type targets, when requested through the Air Support 
Operations Center (ASOC) facility at Udorn by any Barrel Roll/Steel Tiger 
fU|kt. For the first tine, all bridges located within route segments 
authorised for road cratering could be hit, but bridges outside of these 
could not unless they were esslgned ss primary targets. Secon- 
dery targets could now be struck before attacking the prlnery. Approved 
areas could be used by Barrel Roll/Steel Tiger aircraft to du*> ordnance. 
However, there were no authorised jettison areas In Laos, ascept approved 
target areas such as roads authorised to be cratered, and established 
choke points. If emergency required jettison In other than a target 
locetlon, a safe' alee would be selected and the jettison reported as 
soon as possible. 


The majority of the USAF Barrel Roll and Steel Tiger missions 
during April originated at bases In Thailand. This marked the first 
time that combat aircraft stationed on Thai soil had been allowed to 
fly combat strikes. Approval to use Thai baaed aircraft had been sought 
early In the Barrel Roll program. This approve1 had been considered 
essential before the interdiction operation could begin. As of early 
November 1964, Thailand based D.S. aircraft could be used over Laos for 
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photo reconnaissance, areed escort for reconnaissance flights, search 

and rescue operations and air defense of Thailand. However. doe mainly 

to the Thai government's reluctance to risk their status of non-belligerency 

by authorizing roebat strikes fro. Its bases, this approval was withheld 

and the first Barrel Boll Missions had to be carried out by RVN or D.S. 
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carrier based aircraft. 


Officials, nevertheless, contlnuad to press for permission to 
fly combat sorties out of Thailand. In January 1965, Ambassador Sullivan 
suggested that some Barrel Roll missions could be more effectively 
dlr,ct# d If planning and coordination originated from Vientiane. General 


Hoore at 2AD aald that the Ambassador's suggestions appeared logical and 


fbat the 2AD A50C at Odom, Thailand, was the "Ideal place" to Initiate 
coordinated Air Force, RLAF Close Air Support (CAS) and embassy planning. 
According to the General, Udora had the fac11Itlea and personnel necessary 
to develop joint plana which would be responsive to rhr Ambassador's re¬ 
quirements. General Moore also pointed out that, in the event the use 
of Thai-based U.S. aircraft were authorised In the Barrel Roll program, 
°P* r * tlon * 1 control of these forces already existed at Udora. He called 
* natural^focal point" for strike planning, coordinating and execution 
of missions. ~ 

bespits growing Interest In the use of Udora as a commend «*d 
control center for Barrel Roll missions, and the proposed use of Thal- 
baeed aircraft In the strikes, the final go-ahead of Thai operations 
was not glvan until April. Early that month, the U.8. Ambassador In 
Bangkok racalvad and paaaad on to 2AD permission to usa Thai-based USAF 
aircraft for Barrel Roll mission mSber AID on 7 April. However, the 
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first aircraft from Thailand to partlclpata In tha Barrel Boll program 


were four F-105's fro* Korat, flying air covtr for a USN aircraft strike 
against a choke point on Route 6. Two other F-103's from Thailand were 
used tor weather reconnaissance for the nlsalon and two RF-101's from 

MM 

Udoru provided BDA. By the end of the year, U.S. fighter bombers 

staging out of tour bases In Thailand were responsible for tha bulk of 
the dally USAF combat sorties In Laos and North Vietnam. 

7. Chaoses In T arget Emphasis 

Forty-eight of sixty-six Steel Tiger alsslons were directed 
against Nape Pass, Mu Gla Pass, and various route choke points during 
May. The renaming strikes were divided between arwed recce and fixed 
targets. In the sane nontb, 41 Barrel Roll missions were flown, 29 of 
which were choke point oriented. In June and July, with bad weather 
becoming a factor, the number of Steal Tiger sorties were reduced some¬ 
what a trend toward military areas and other such fixed tsrgets was 

established. Outing the same period, the number of Barrel Boll missions 

Increased considerably with eore than SO percent of then being choke 
112/ 

point missions. 

In September, military areas and Installations felt the brunt 
of the interdiction effort, especially in the Panhandle. Fifty-three 
of eighty-one Steel Tiger missions attacked military areas. Twenty-four 
missions had bridges as primary targets, and ten armed reconnaissance 
mlaalona were flown. For che first time since March, choke points re¬ 
ceived little attention. Only three of the September Steal Tiger missions 









were scheduled for this type of target. However, thirteen missions did 
have road-cutting or cratering as their primary objective. Barrel Roll 


mission efforts also shifted to fixed allltary targets, with 35 missions 
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directed sgalnst chose objectives. 

In the last three aonths of 1965, Barrel Roll operations fell 
off sharply. Only 53 Barrel Roll alsaions were flown during that period, 
aost of which struck allltary areai and other fixed targets. In October 
and Novcaber, less than 40 alsaions were carried out because of bad 
weather and restrictions placed on Interdiction by the air attache la 
Vientiane. Steel Tiger ground to a halt In October following a temporary 
suspension of the operation. In late November, the Steel Tiger flights 
were revived, and In December, 73 missions were flown, again concentrating 
on military areas, installations, and supply points. Barrel Roll continued 
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In a slump through the end of the year. 

8. Close Air Support (CAS) 

Near the end of January 1965, CINCPACAP had asked 13A7 and 2AD 
to consider proposals by the American Ambassador In Vientiane to extend 
the Barrel Roll prograa to Include interdiction targets, then programed 
for strikes by RLAF T-28's. This cans shortly after the accidental des¬ 
truction of eight of the Utter type aircraft at Sanranmakhet, and a 
worsening of the situation In the vicinity of Sea Neua. The requested 
strikes were to be additional to Barrel Roll missions current at the 
time. CINCPACAT felt that, unless pressure was maintained In the wake 
of the T-28 loss. Increased PL/VM activity in the vicinity of Sam Neua, 
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coupled with th. approaching rainy ....on, would ra.ult in a algaificant 
aetback to U.S. and BLG afforta in Laos. 

Early in F.bruary, CINCPAC notified JCS that h. concurred with 
propoaal. put forth by th. Anbaa.ador. H, al.o pointad out that tha 
relative auccaaa of the than currant RLAF T-28 interdiction program waa 
due primarily to tha fact that nlaalona ware flown daily and i«oat T-28 
nlaelona ware aaalgned aacondary target, of a tactical nature aa well. 

CINCPAC fait that ainilar daily coverage by U.S. aircraft would reault 
in coaparablt success. 

Meanwhile, CINCPACAF recoenended a Barrel Boll atrike agalnat 
point, on Bout. 12 in the Mu Cl. are. .ieil.r to previoualy r.co-^uj.d 
interdiction atrike. agalnat the Napa Highway Paaa. rlaf t- 28*. had hit 
Hu Ci. P... in October 19M. with negligible raaulta. but neither of the 
atrategic entry point, had yet been hit by U.S. aircraft. Photo analyala 
indicated that the DRV wa. -kin* . concerts effort to con.truct n- 
bridge. and were -king erten.lv. roadway i-prove—nt:. „n the .ppro.che. 
to theae area.. Aa dlacuaaed earlier, lncreaaiag enphaale wa. pUced on 
tha eatabllahaant of choke polnta in theae and other atrategic location.. 

In mid-February, the JCS directed CINCPAC to conduct a apeclal 
Barrel Roll niaaion (RR-30) in Laoa in aupport of the RLG force, in the 
San Neua area, which waa fated to become tha battleground for a major 
FAR/Meutr.li.t offen.lv. in the laat half of th. year. Target for th. 
niaaion w.. four lOSnn howitaera in fixed po.ltion. near Baa K. S«. ^ 
Th * ,p * cial BR ■Inaion, although aucceeaful, created an incident 
•hen atrike aircraft accidentally hit the edge of Su Neua town. Following 
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the Incident, the Aabaaeador abandoned the Clone Air Support (CAS) Id ea, 
for the moment, in favor of the choke point prograa dlacuaaed previously. 
Although the choke point program took conalderable time and effort, the 
Cloee Air Support (CAS) concept continued to be cooaldered. In early 
February, the Deputy Coomander, 2AD, Thailand (Dap Cmdr 2AD Thai) sug- 
geated that four, two-man. Air Liaison/Forward Air Control (ALO/FAC) 
teams be organized. There would be one ALO/FAC man and one communications 
man, both jump-qualified, with each team. The deputy commander suggested 
that Close Air Support (CAS) be directed by a USAF ALO/FAC team la coor¬ 
dination with the RLC ground commander. The team would coaunlcate 
directly with the strike aircraft or through an ALO/FAC aircraft to the 

attack force. Rases recommended for use In CAS operations were Odom 
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Nakhon Phanom, and Ubon In Thailand. 

Colonal H. L. Fries, Director of Operations at 2AD, In outlining 

a concept of operations for CAS/laterdlction In Laos, stated that tba 

air attacha officer In Laos would request tba alselons which would then 

be approved by the deputy commander. Laotian ground comnandars would 

designate targets ana the request would be forwarded to Udorn A80C by 

the air attacha by the fastest means available. The Udorn ASOC would 

be used as e Tactical Air Control Center under the comeand of the 2AD 

deputy conmander. The USAF aircraft flying CAS mlaeions would operate 

under some form of forward air control. Unlasa mlaeions were prabrlafed, 

aircraft would be provided by either an airborne alert or by e 5-30 

minute ground alert ayetem. All CAS mission aircraft would bo provided 
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prabrlafed secondary targets to Insure munitions expenditure. 
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In April, USAF CAS al»«lon» had not par bacn flown, but tha 
military situation waa deteriorating for tha ILG, especially In the 
Sea Neua area. Shortly after the beginning of Steel Tiger operations. 

It had been apparent that the PL/VM were preparing for a large offeaelve 
In the San Neua area with the elimination of RLG military positions aa 
their primary objective. Reports Indicated many lucrative targets In 
the vicinity, such as enemy troop concentrations; trucks, tanks, and 
armored cars; artillery and AAA concentrations and numerous supply areas. 

This logistical buildup pointed up the likelihood of a PL/VM offensive 
of major Importance to tha military and political situation In Laos. 

Thirty-five targets were listed as promising in the Sam Neua area. 

Eleven storage points; four supply points; nine supply depots; four 

f 

heavy AAA sites; two large troopa concentrations; three staging areas 
and several strategic targets were listed. CIHCPACAF recommended 
around-the-clock concerted air strike efforts. Napalm ves suggested 
as a weapon of "Inestimable value* for tha use In tha reduction of such 
objectives. However, the initial Steel Tiger operations order had al¬ 
ready made provisions for the use of napalm when approved by tha Ameri- 
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can embassy In Vientiane. 

Banao/Whlolash : 

Following the CAS recomandatlona from 2AD Thai, the air attache 
to Thailand pointed out the desirability of developing the capability to 
react Immediately on Intelligence provided by road watch teams In place 
along all major routes In northern and southern Laos. Although he 
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suggested the use of T-28's for strikes, with RF-101's providing fant 
raactlon reconnaissance, the air attache indicated that Steel Tiger air¬ 
craft could possibly be used. 2AD then proposed that four aircraft be 
allocated dally for strip alert duty. Controlled by the Udorn ASOC, 
these aircraft uould scramble on request fro* Vientiane. In coasMntlng 
on the 2AD proposal. Colonel Jack H. McCreary, Dap C*dr ZAD Thai, said, 

"A quick reaction capability in response to the AIRA (Air Attach* Officer), 
Vientiane, will create a significant advantage in the Laotian interdiction 

caapalgn and greatly assist the Laotian Air Force (AF) C owan der in his 
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effort to stop the aggressors In Laos. 

In April, 2AD asked the Dap C*dr at Udorn to work with Vientiane 

to develop a detailed concept and operating procedures for strip alert 

aircraft. Four F-105's would be kept on daily alert at Korat or Takhll, 
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alternating airfields to allow for scheduling flexibility. 

On 29 April, the Dep C*dr 2AD Thai net with the AIRA's fro* 
Vientiane and Bangkok to work out the final agreement for use of F-103's 
on strip alert; however, the operation didn’t begin until July. Late 
that month, the new system for rapid response to strike requirements 
began under the nickname Bango/Whiplash. Baugo missions were flown by 
F-AC’s at Ubon, and Whiplash by F-105's fro* korat and Takhll. Their 
alert sorties were ai*ed at military areas, clusters of buildings, *n- 
trenclasents, foxholes, troop concent rations, bridges and other ALO/FAC 
marked targets. The concept involved strike aircraft, as well as immedi¬ 
ate reaction reconnaissance. First efforts were limited and difficult to 
sort out. In terms of effects, from normal Barrel Roll missions, but were 
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praised by Ambassador Sullivan, who said cha program appeared to be 
124/ 

successful. 

By the silddle of August, Bango/Whlplash aircraft had flown wore 

than 80 sorties, dropped some 264 750-pound bombs, and fired 1,741 rockets 

in CAS of RLG ground forces. Operating from a ground alert posture, these 

aircraft struck troop concentrations and targets marked by RJLAF Forward 

Air Controllers (FAC). Mission results were difficult to obtain except 

In terms of bos*s on target. EDA was obscured by heavy foliage and dust 
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and smoke created during the attack or by ground action. 

Bango/Whlplash operations fluctuated somewhat during the last 
half of the year. In late August, operations decreased. Only 21 sorties 
were launched In tha last two weeks. Early in September, Bango/Whlplash 
surged ahead when the American Ambassador called for some 65 sorties. 
Although the B/W missions continued to be praised by Ambassador Sullivan, 
Che number of strikes were cut nearly half In the last half of September, 
and mission requests continued to decline In October with only 13 sorties 
flown that month. A marked increase In mission requests In November re¬ 
sulted In 219 sorties flown. Ihla vas indicative of Increased U.S. con¬ 
cern with support for Rl£ ground forces in the face of a stronger PL/VH 
challenge. Bango/Whlplash missions reported destruction of numerous 
buildings, some brldgee, and AAA sites during this period. Another re- 

ceeslon In B/W operations was experienced In December, with only 97 
124/ 

sorties flown. 

Meanwhile In November, In spite of the massive efforts of the 
combi ned Barrel koll/Steel Tiger - Bango/Whlplash effort. Intelligence 
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reports Indicated that as much .» 300 tons of supplies and larga number, 
of DRV regular irsy troops were being infiltrated into the RVH dally. 
PL/VM infiltration activity was apparently concentrated In the southeast 
portion of the Laotian Panhandle. Steel Tiger elselone, although cur¬ 
tailed by and political restrictions, had been concentrating on 

supply storage points, truck parks, military areas, and other fixed 
targets In the Panhandle since Septeaber. COKUSMACV had noted chat the 
level of effort that had been applied in the pasc interdiction operations 
had not been successful. He suggested 36 sorties per day In the Barrel 
Roll/Steel Tiger progrsa as required nlnlnun, but that this minima 
figure was only half of the optlnun sortie rate desired in Laos. ^ ^ 

9. Tiger Hound 

The storn broke over the southern Laotian Panhandle between 12-25 
November 1965. USAF elrcraft flew 466 sorties in that period, which was 
only prologue. USAF operations, normally the bulk of the effort la Laos, 
flew 740 sorties from 26 November to 9 December. The Navy flaw 451 sor¬ 
ties. This sudden increase in activity announced the birth of Tiger 
Bound, an area within the Steel Tiger operating cone la the southern Pan¬ 
handle, Including parts of Saravane and Ateopen provinces. The s pecial 
operating area waa established lata In Novamber to countar tha larga 
buildup of PL/VM forcas and tha increaaing concentration of Comwiit 
Infiltration efforts In tha southern provinces. A joint organisation waa 
established under 2AD to direct operations In the eras. USAF, USHC, and 
USN aircraft flying combat strikes In the Tiger Hound area were guided 






to assigned targets by an airborne command and control system snd U.S. 

Forward Air Controllers (FAC)• Laos observers were assigned to FAC 
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aircraft to reduce the time required to obtain targat approval.- 

Whan the Tiger Hound zone vas narked for special attention, 
changea were also aade in the conaand and organization structure. On 
10 December, 2AD vas delegated coordinating authority for Barrel Roll/ 
Tiger, and the 2AD Conaandar was assigned complete responsibility 
for pleaning, scheduling, coordinating and execution of air operations 
in support of the Laos interdiction prograa,including Taakae Taaa recon¬ 
naissance and operations in the new Tiger Hound area. The 2AD Calendar 
t * r ** <1 T1 ** t Hound "a aajor air caapalgn to restrict the flow of supplies 

and personnel into (the) RVN." He also said, "...the success of this 
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campaign will materially affect the outcome of the war la Vietnam. 

A sharp upswing in Laotian operations cane In December in con¬ 
junction with the "bombing pause" over HVH. Combined U.S. interdiction 
* #rtt ** Hi H*®* reached a staggering 2,932 during a two week period at 
the and of 1965 and the beginning tA the new year. A large number of 
these sorties were flown in the Tiger Hound areas. The majority of 
forces used In the new operating zone came from RVN bases. Tiger Hound 
was destined to become more and more important in the early part of 1966. 


1®- Malting Factors 

The supply routes in Laos wound through rugged mountains, danse 
overhanging jungle and swamplands. in many areas, these lines of com- 
aunlcations were completely hidden from visual aerial reconnaissance. 





•nd the PL/VM had tha distinct advantage of a acre lntlaata knowledge 
of tha terrain. Skillful use of camouflage by Communist forcaa also 
addad to th« dlfflcultlaa ancountarad by U.S. aircrews searching for 
suitable Interdiction cargoes. Thus, the problem of target acqulaltlon 

was an Integral part of the Barrel Roll/Steel Tiger operation throughout 
Che yaar. 


Several Incidents, triggered by this vary problee, prompted L aos 
officials and tha American Ambassador to place special notations on 
M/ST operations. Just four days after the first Barrel Roll mission 
in tha new Interdiction prograa the Aabassador In Vientiane protected. 
Ambassador Sullivan said that be considered two aspects of the alssloo 
disturbing. First of all, he said, ha hadn't considered the Rape Bridge 
a target of opportunity unless enemy forces were moving on it. fairiwm. jh ft,** 
the bridge had been attacked, there had been no damage Inflicted.) The 
Ambassador also pointed out that It was an RLAP target and could have ^ 
been hit the same day by RLAF T-28's. Tha second point of contention 


concerned ' houses' destroyed on the east approach to the bridge which, yr,-^ 


th * Ambaaaador declared, could just as well have been civilian dwellings* 

Ambassador Sullivan felt chat the incident Indicated a need for more 

coordination. He said, "...either 1 have s aarloua misunderst anding of 

(the) rules of the game for these Barrel Roll missions or else there 

has been a serious failure in coordination of a type which could cause 
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us some significant headaches...." 

CINCPAC concurred with tha Ambaaaador’a views, but pointed out 
thet the buildings destroyed appeared to ba a part of RLAF target Number 
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25, which wa* a military Installation. Operational coamandera, nevarthe- 
laaa, ware cautioned to confine targets of opportunity to unmistakable 
military activity of a transient or mobile nature. Fixed installations 
were to be struck only in connection with attacks on clearly identified 
military personnel or when prebrlafed as a secondary target. HACV was 
to act as coordinating authority and the strike missions would be con¬ 


ducted by CINCPACFLT. Yankee Team procedures would be used for all future 
131/ 

operations. 


The problem of finding targets visually after dark was amply 
Illustrated by the Ban Tang Val Incident. The elshap occurred during 
f iif second night mission flown on 15 Jan 65 along Route 23. The leader 
of a flight of three Havy A-1H aircraft and his wlngman became separated 
from the third ship in the flight which was acting as the flare aircraft 
for the mission. While searching for the flare plans,the flight leader 
lost sight of Route 23, which was concealed In many places by overhanging 
jun gle , and drifted approximately 10-15 mllea west of Route 23. Abandon¬ 
ing his search, the pilot turned beck toward the reconnaissance route. 

A few moments later he spotted a fire and the wlngman dropped down to 
check It out. Is reported what appeared to be a burning building or 
house, and he also said that he could see headlights of three trucks 


moving on a road to the northwest of the fire. The flight leader decided 
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to attack nd each plana dropped two (250 pound) bomba in the area. 


Unfortunately the strike took place near the village of Ban Tang 
Val several mllea west of Route 23 and Just south of Route 9 In the cen¬ 
tral Panhandle. Although actual damage to the village was slight, and 
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th«re wi evidence thac high ipud aircraft not aaaoclatad with th« 

Barral Roll mission had attacked the village prior to the Navy ,tr ike , 
the incident caused considerable concern in botn Vientiane and Washington.' 

Although General Thao Ha. Commander of the RLAF representing 
the Royal Laos Government (RLG), accepted apologies fron American offi¬ 
cials. he was insistent that new llnltatlons be placed on future Barrel 
mlaslons, both day and night, and that targets of opportunity be 
restricted to vehicle and troop movements spotted on or near authorised 
reconnaissance routes. Future Barrel Roll operations, night or day. in 
the Laos Pa n ha n dle would be the exclusive preserve of the RLAF. 

In reviewing the problem of night target acquisition following 
the Ban Tang Val Incident, the JCS agreed that tha problem was a formid¬ 
able one. However, they felt positive Identification of fixed targets 
and reconnaissance routes in Laos could be enhanced by the use of the 
Udorn and Nakbon Phanoe radars to position aircraft at altitude, over 
designated routes or targets,by the use of P-105'a with Doppler navi¬ 
gational equipment for night missions; and by the uae of TACAM stations 
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at Da Nang, Ddoru, and Korat to fix positions. 

Another limiting factor In the early night reconnaissance progrms 
was the lack of secondary targets. None of the night missions flown 
between 1A Dec 6A and 1 Apr 63 were given alternate targets. Late in 
January, PACAF asked for comsents from 13AF and 2AD regarding this pro¬ 
blem. The JCS had suggested that secondary targets be assigned for the 
night flights because the odds In favor of finding a suitable target of 
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ware 1 ... than even, and an unnacaaaary 

h**ard was craatad when these sane aircraft h.w - 

eircraft had to return to base or 

errier with ordnance aboard. Further, jettison or ordnance was conai- 
d.r.d wasteful. d-ugerou. to RLG forc .. , nd ^ _ 

warranted operational uncertainties. - 
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Another incident in Fabruar, stirred further protest, fro. 
Vientiane. The African Anbas^or cl.i^d that pilot, flying . .p. el .l 
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hid had trouble reselling the Steel Tiger program and promises agalnat 
further mistakes to General Me. . .we cannot over-emphaalze (the) Im¬ 
portance that all repeat all ground rules be strictly observed. Any 

strikes on friendly forces, areas, or villages will jeopardise (tbs) 
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entire Steel Tiger program....'' 

On 1 October 196S, all Steel Tiger missions were ordered to be 

discontinued until further notice by the air attache in Vientiane. The 

ban on Steal Tiger misaions also applied to Rolling Thunder flights 

with alternate targets in the Steel Tiger area. Barrel Roll misaions 

in northern Laos were not affected. This stringent action followed on 

the heels of another unintentional strike in a RLC controlled area. A 

flight of Stsel Tiger aircraft, due to a navigational error, strafed a 

fish trap and a bridge, damaging both and wounding two civilians and 
142/ 

four soldiers. 

Interdiction operations were curtailed sharply during October, 

2AD pointed out the difficulty encountered in positively identifying 

targets and armed reconnaissance routes and suggaated the possible use 

of RLAF Forward Air Controllers in future Steel Tiger operations similar 

to procedures established in the succeesful Rango/Whiplash Close Air 

Support (CAS) program. Early in November, the air attache in Vientiane 

informed CINCFAC that he was making every effort to get General Ms to 

remove the restrictions placed on Steel Tiger by convincing him that 

the weight of effort needed along Route 92 east of Saravane was beyond 

IUF capability. However, he said that he hesitated to predict when 

143/ 

Steel Tiger missions would be resumed. 




The restriction, pieced on Steel Tiger operation, were lifted 
inter In November. On the 22nd of that month, 2AD, eft.r recounting 
•everel ninor infraction. of the Steel Tiger ground rule, which occurred 
on the previous day. directed the tecticel fighter wing. Involved to 
neke an mediate review of targeting for the heavy schedule for 22 
Hovsmber. Brig. Generel George P. Slnler, Director of Operations for 
2AD. told responsible cowanders, ' ...Air operations in Laos sre ex- 
11 iB absolutely laperatlve that your elrcrews do 
not expend nunitlons outside of approved areas. There have been six 
instances since 20 November that violated rules of engagement. Laos 
la being utilised as a staging base for NVN {north Vietnam) military 
personnel and supplies into SVN (South Vietnam). Continual violation, 
•ill Jeopardise O.S. authority to attack enemy forces before they can 

******* our * round forcM - You are responsible for the conduct of your 
strike crews and their compliance with (the)rules of engagement. There 

is no excuse that is acceptable for any attack outside an approved 
area...." 

The rainy season also played s part in curtailing interdiction 
operations. Weather began to effect BA/ST missions in July as the rainy 
season neared its peak. Ten percent of the Barrel Boll and eight per¬ 
cent of the Steel Tiger missions were cancelled for weather la the 
first half of the month. The figure rose to 22 percent of BR and 44 
percent for ST in the last half of July. Several nlsslooa which were 
launched were unable to hit their targets because of weather. In the 
last two weeks in August, 68 percent of the ST missions were scrubbed, 
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bringing tha ST/BR operation to It* lovaat abb aInca tha conblned 
oparatlon'a Initial surge In April. Aa tha rainy season waned. Barrel 
toll and Steal Tiger operations cl lab ad slowly toward their normal 

, 1 * 5 / 

levels. 


11• Restraints and Restrictions 

"...they (restrictions) change alnost weekly. Rev 
restrictions are Imposed; others are lifted. We are 
engaged In a constant discussion with CINCPAC and 
(the) Joint Chiefs of Staff trying to gat these things 
changed and It Is aaazlng to na that General Moore and 
his people are able to fight the war as effectively aa 
they do working under the rules and restrictions rhat 
apply...." (Major General John W. Vogt, PACAF Director 
of Plans and Operations, PACAF CoMisder's Conference, 
November 1965) 

Several restrictions were placed on early Barrel Roll nlsslons 

which no doubt served to offset the effectiveness of the prograa sone- 

what. Early nlsslons were United to snail ninbera of strike aircraft 

were sparsely spaced. A period of 72 hours was Initially required 

between arned reconnaissance nlsslons (It was later reduced to 48 hours), 

end the use of nepaln aa a weapon was prohibited, although there were 

advocates for its use. Overflight of the DRV was not permitted and a 

two nils buffer zone was established along the Laos/North Vietnan bor- 

• In February, MACV rcconnanded that all such restraints, as the 

required buffer sons, be closely swnltored since they created unnecessary 

rwtrlctlons for the tactical coMander responsible for session accos** 

1 * 6 / 

plishnsnt. 

The sterile Interval required between nlsslon In the early months, 
although reduced from 72 hours to *8 hours, resulted In nlsslon delays and 
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cr,,t,< * scheduling problem. The requirement that the JCS give final 
approval of all Barrel Roll elsalona also Halted the acope of the 
***^1 Barrel Roll program. Fleeting or aoblle targeta. pinpointed by 
such Intelligence eourcea as FAR and Heo forces, road vetch t eams and 
Air America pilots, had to be left to the RLAF T-28's In the first half 
of 1965 until the establishment of Bango/lihlplash discussed above. 

A lack of lorn level photo reconnaissance photography over Laos 
was another example of early restrictions effecting air operations. 
CINCPAC considered lav level oblique end vertical photography essential 
In locating and confirming dispersed and concealed targets. He recom¬ 
mended low level reconnaissance by Yankee Team aircraft to obtain the 


L 


required Intelligence. Reflights by ST/BR mission aircraft, merely to 

obtain BOA, also had to be approved by higher authority. HACV felt 

that the three-day welting period for approval of reflights gave the 

enemy ample time to remove the evidence, especially where mobile targets 

were concerned. MACV wanted provisions aade In the original operations 

order to allow refllgbts to obtain BOA without the necessity for ob~ 

148/ 

talnlng further approval. 


By mid-1965.many of the restraints and restrictions placed on 
Barrel Roll had been gradually removed or modified to provide for dally 
missions; Urger numbers of aircraft assigned to Individual targets; the 
use of napalm when approved by the American Ambassador to Laos; rmoval 
of the tvo-mlle buffer sons; low level photography and more flexible 
t,r l M assignments. However, many old limitations were replaced with 
new ones, and political restraints were a never-ending problem In the Laos 
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interdiction operation. 
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12, i-ffnctlveneaa of Lana Interdiction 

An “ d wco«m*i...nc. wa. partlculerly di.appolntlng to -any 
official.. While the her—log tactic, of day and night r.connal.eanc. 
cauaed .o M do.,. (Md . poe.lbl. alovdown i„ traffic flow)> th . DRV 
continued to nove een and n.t.ri.1 into Uoe. By Inching their 
•f forts, uelng night -oveeent, co M «la.nt end effective ceeouflaga, 
the Father Uo. had been abl. to keep the .apply Uw. open with no 
appreciable Auction 1 „ the floe. Ah.olut. .topple thl. .uppx, 
eoveMnt m conceded to be virtually iepoeelble, but official, hoped 
that movtmmnt of logistical auppll., could be nade co.tly .„d reduced 
to a point where the effective, of the en«y'. C o^>at unit, would 
be aubatantially degraded. If not crippled. ^ 

The epersely-epeced strike -la.ion. In the early days of the 
■•rrel Boll operation scarcely lived up to espectetions. the amed 
raconnalasence .lesion, had aighted only • trickle of vehicular traf¬ 
fic and -any of the eecondary targets assigned to day tin. el., 1 ^ h. d 
already bean deatroy*! by BLAF T-28's or had been dls^ntled and aban- 
iionsd by the Co-wnl.ts prior to the Interdiction .trike,. When .trike, 
-sre auccaeaful, th^r fallal to ate. the flow of trifle, although the 
reaults were costly to the Father Uoe. The special .trike on the Ban 

Brid “ *" “• ° f th * Wn," m the progr«. The prised 

bridge, believed iepoeaibl. to byp^, co^l.t.ly destroy* in 

J«mery. However, two aircraft -ere loet in the raid. Intelllg«e. 
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th. flo. a. traffic 

U".l «ol. 30. th. ac-d raconnalaaatic. .la.tc ^ 

- «... •....- t.t,.t. f„ s „ ... 

•— "““.‘...ft. atrlkaa, i...l„ Mu t „ „ 
tmca. -..etc,.. — tavaral ^ ^ 

•• Of tha aisalon vaa marrad whan aircraft ,truck the aouthara aac- 

““ ./ St. „ coaaldar.bl. c-»,.n»,l«. u 

v land ana and Waahington. 

Initial opar.tion. r.port. (Op.-* Raporta) .howad that tba firat 
53 B.rr.1 Roll -iaaion. accountad for approai.at.ly 27 buildinM daa- 
troyad. nfty .or. war. reported to hav b.an <ta«g.d in varying da- 
8r ” S ° r U,t 6Urttin *- -ra daatroyad, on. , mr . ly 

"“***" ’ ““ thrM “* nt unt ° Qc had. Flva aacondary «ploaiooa war. alao 
raportad. Chok. point -iaaion. war. auccaa.ful in that road. war. 
•ffactivaly cut, crat.rad or re.a.dad and land.lida. war. product, but 
PL/VM fore., war. raportadl, able to byp... th. a.tabll.had chok. poi^t. 
or war. auccawful in finding alt.rnat. aupply rout... ^ 

Although int.rdiction -iaaion. war. flown on a .tally baaia. rtt h 
th. baginning of Staal Tigar, and th. waight of affort incraaaad according- 
ly. individual -iaaion. product littl. « re tB tha way of tangibl. rMttlt . 
th« aarli.r intardiction atrlkaa. Earl, in May. . atud, of Barra! loll 
Staal Tigar -iaaion. in aontharn Lao. r.va.lad that, without th^a 
intardiction afforta had 1-p.d.d an«y -ova^uta, tha, had not cut th. 
CoaMmiat llfalina, a.p.ci.11, along Root.. 12 23 in th. P.nhandl.. 
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Th«r. we. an initial decline of movement In March, followed by a .toady 
tacraaa. in traffic flow during tha next throe oontha to tho highest 
U*ole yat ohaorvod. Int.Uig.nc. .ourca. continued to report that, .1- 
though choke point missions ware auccaa.ful, tha.a «r... could b. and 

•ora being bypaaeed. There appeared to be no aignlfleant delay in traf- 

153/ 

t**ulting froe the choke point progran. 

Thera vaa a reported buildup of anti-aircraft capability during 
the rainy aeaaon, which indicated a (PL/VH Plan) to atart >up . 

pliea through the peaaes again as the roads dried out and became passi¬ 
ble during the Ust half of September. Another increase m the «v«ent 
of aupplie. and personnel appeared to reflect tha growing concern of the 
Conuuniets with their activities in Laos, and with the use of the infil¬ 
tration routes into the RVN. PL/VM forces still exerted pressure in the 
***** c * n£r * 1 Panhandle in spite of RLG efforts to dislodge than. PL/VM 
force* in the southern Panhandle provinces of Saravane and Attopau were 
estimated to be about five to eight battalions, including units of the 
JO*th PAVN Division. Defense Intelligence Agency (DU) report*, at the 
•nd of September, showed that Comaunlat troops were still walking south 
In the Panhandle. According to this report about 2,500 troops had 
transited Mu 61s Pass during the preceding three months. Half of these 
personnel, who were said to be mostly North Vietnamese, wars in company 
and battalion else groups. At least 3,800 Pathet Laos end North Vietna¬ 
mese, in similar groupings, were also observed moving south on Bouts 23. 
The presence of troop concentrations indicated that an affective bypass 
of *> Gia Pass choke point had been established. Increased traffic noted 
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throughout ch. la.c half of the year In the aouthaaatam P anhand le bad 
bacowi ^r. important to th. Co—uniat, m connection with infiltration 
into the highlanda of South Vietnam. ^ 

Official, argued that th. f.ilur. of armed reco«mai...aca flight, 
to aight vehicular traffic alone va. not indicative of the overall worth 
of the armed reconnaissance operation. They insisted that the lack of 
•lghting. could well indicate that the interdiction effort had forced 
the PL/VM to reatrlct the uac of aaia supply route, and had forced then 
to uae inferior road., a. well a. the use of nan and anlmala to pack 
eupplie. over renote trail., ror thl. rae«m, th. continued ua. of arned 
raconnal.Mnce at a reasonable frequency and at Irregular intervals around 
the-dock was r.commanded. 

On ■ trip to Washington in August, Ambassador Sullivan va. told 
by Secretary of Defense McNamara and Adairal U.S. Grant Sharp, CIMCPAC, 
that they felt some interdiction sorties in Laos were being 


merely to aeet sortie rate cc 
156 / 

were unprofitable. 


ants, and that some of these sorties 


Although evidence indicated that air Interdiction failed to halt 
or significantly .ten the flow of PL/VM personnel and materiel, it did 
have an erroaive effect on Pathet Lao. morale. Thera could be no doubt 
that supply and resupply in Lao. was a costly business which created an 
economic liability both in Lao. and in the DRV. Parhaps the moat con¬ 
cent. evident, in favor of the U.S. interdiction operation was the fact 
that the war in Laos had developed into a aight war with moat PL/VM 
attacks occurring after dark. Virtually all vehicular traffic moved 


rirn n 










i 

! 



during the hours of darknasa. Moat algnlflcant, Cha PL/VM were forced 

to turn to clandastlna air resupply, alao at night. In an area where 

157/ 

U.S. air superiority could not ha adequately challangad. 

During the annual PACAF cosmander's confsranca. In Noves&er, 

Colonel D. C. Shultla, PACAF Director of Intelligence, said of tha air 
Interdiction program, "...(it) haa eroded Pathet Laoa aorala. They 
auffar shortages of food and supplies In all areas of Laos, and increas¬ 
ing numbers of Pathet Laoa have dafacted. A big fact la that tha Co n - 
aunlsts have not launched and maintained a single major offensive in 
laoa since our last meeting, but they (the Pathet Laoa) continued to 
hold the Ho Chi Minh Trail....” The Colonel also predicted that infil¬ 
tration into tha RVN would continue to grow and the Tlet Cong, supported 
by large numbers of infiltrated PAW units, could continue to exert pres¬ 
sure in South Vietnam...." Perhaps the moat tslllng coessentary on air 
interdiction effectiveness cut during the operations briefing at the 
PACAF commander’s conference. While generally praising activity and re¬ 
sults in the DRV and RVH, little mention was given tha Laotian effort. 
Concerning this Important subject. Brig. Ceneral Joseph J. Krutel, PACAF 
Director of Operations, merely said, ...in Laoa, strikes against fixed 
targets and armed reconnaissance of LOC'a (lines of comssinications) are 
intended to harass, restrict, and disrupt movements of personnel and 

material destined for Psthet Laos and Viet Minh forces, or further Inf11- 

158 / 

tration into South Vietnam...." 

Late in November, 2AD summarized the economic impact that U.S. 
interdiction strikes had had on the DRV. The cost of permanent reconstruction 
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AMOUNT 


MIL AREAS U/BLDGS 


T"TAL 


NOT 

DAMAGED 


MIL AREAS W/O BLDGS 


131 


BRIDGES 


AIRFIELDS 


RADAR/COMM SITES 


STRONCPOISTS 


FERRIES 


TOTAL 


TOTJ 


mt *«-.• ««** 


Above cover* 186 IWbertd RLAF Target* containing 498 sub area*. 

Priority "C" target* cannot be etruck doe to pro*laity to friendly troops, political r< 
Military Areas with Building* - Barracks, adaln, covered supply, etc. 

Military Area* without Building* - Truck parka, open storage, cave*, bivouac areas, etc. 
































































DAMAGED 


TOTAL 

COKS ID- 


PERCENT 

DAMAGED 


TOTAL 


DAMAGED 


TROY] 


W/BLOGS 


ivara 186 Nuaberad lUT Tatyttt containing 498 sub areas. 

t V targata cannot ba struck dua to proximity to friendly troops, political reasons, ate. 
i Araaa with lalldlags - Barracks, adnln, covered supply, ate. 

i Areas without Buildings - Truck parks, open storage, caves, bivouac araaa, ate. 














































































TARGET SYSTEM 


ROLL AREA 


DAMAGED 

TOTAL ___ 

CONSID- NOT UNK 

EREP DAMAGED AMOUNT 0-302 J05-60I 


MIL AREAS W/BLDGS 


MIL AREAS W/O BLDGS 


BRIDGES 


AIRFIELDS 


STRONCPOINTS 


FORDS 


FERRIES 


AAA SITES 


233 


215 


TOTAL 


TARGET STSIEM SUtHARI 


Abova cover* 69 Nuebarad RLAF Target* containing 233 aub araas. 

Priority "C" target* cannot ba atruck due to proximity to frlandly troop*, political raaeooa. 
Military Araaa with Building* - Barrack*, admin, covered aupply, ate. 

Military Araaa without Building* - Trucks parka, open storage, cavaa, bivouac araas, ate. 

































































DAMAGED 


DES¬ 

TROYED 


PERCENT 

DAMAGED 


TOTA1 


TOTAL 
CONSID- 
ERED 


STSTEM 


NOT 

DAMAGED 


129 


79. 


36. 4 


40.0 


SITES 


233 


215 


• 69 Nuabered MAT Targets containing 233 sub araas. 

targets cannot ba struck due to proxlaity to friendly troops, political reasons, ate 
with Buildings - Barracks, attain, covered supply, etc. 
eas without Buildings - Trucks parks, open storage, cavesbivouac areas, etc. 









































































TOTAL 

CONSID 


MIL AREAS W/BLDGS 


TOTAL 


TARGET SYSTEM 


DAMAGED 


UUK 

AMOUNT 


0-30T 


MIL AREAS H/O BLDG*: 


BRIDGES 


AIRFIELDS 


RADAR/COMM SITES 


STRONCPOINTS 


FORDS 


FERRIES 


AAA SITES 


Above coven 117 Numbered R1AF Target* containing 265 sub area*. 

Priority "C** target* cannot be a truck dua to proximity to friendly troops, political roaaona. 
Military Areas with Building* - Barracks, aM*. covered supply, etc. 

Military Areas without Buildings - Truck parka, open storage, caves, bivouac areas, ate. 
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WHBER OF BUILDINGS 


STATUS 


TOTAL NUMBER OF BUILDINGS 


WMBER OF BUILDINGS UNDAMAr.rn 
HUMBER WITH SLIGRT/LICBT 


HUMBER WITH MODERATE DAMAGE 

HUMBER WITH SEVERE/HEAVY 
DAMAGE 


or BUILDINGS DISMANTLED 


HUMBER OF A AND It PRIORITY 
NUMBERED TARGETS 


HUMBER OP A AMD B PRIORITY 


AS OF 6 Jan 66 












































































































































E. RECONNAISSANCE 


1. IncroductIon 

Th« first USAF ricmuuliunci prograa established in Thailand was 
given the nickciaaw, "Yankee Taaa." Ica purpose waa to conduct photo re- 
connalaaance in Laoa. Later, reconnaissance reaponalbllitlaa would in¬ 
clude aortlee into Viet nan In aupport of "Rolling Thunder" and "Hue Tree" 
aiealona. The latter waa pre-atrike photo reconnalaaanca, of aajor trans¬ 
portation linea, supply routes, and othar targeta in North Vletnaa. 

Yankee Teaa aiaalona and choae in aupport of Rolling Thunder comm ad the 
greateat masher of aortiea. Since Rolling Thunder baa been cowered in 

prevloua inatallaenta of 2AD hiatorlea, thia dlacuaaion concerns ltaelf 

160/ 

largaly with the Yankee Teaa effort. 

2. Yankee Teen 

On 18 May 196*, the first Yankee Teaa photo reconnaissance aria a ions 
over Laoa were approved when PL/PAVN forcea attacked Neutralist forces end 
pushed then off the Plains dea Jarraa. On that date, the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff (JCS) authorised the flrat aiaalona and they were flown by Navy air¬ 
craft froe Carrier Task Group (CTG) 77.6. The following day a Reconnala- 
aance Task Force (RTF) at Tan Son Nhut Air Raae, Vletnaa, flaw the first 
Air Force aiaalona. The RTF, nicknaaad Able Mable, waa already positioned 

at Tan Son Nhut and had bean flying in-country aiaalona prior to the 

Mi/ 

Yankee Teaa sorties. 

On 20 May, the Military Assistance C-aasnd Vletnaa (MACV) recnaasml- 
ed that a continuing prograa of low level reconnaissance be initiated 






with two daylight and one night alaelon weakly. Two daya later the JC8 
aaalgned the nickname, "Yankee Teas'’, to the program, and on the 2Sth a 
they authorlced a continuous program In Lsoe. The Able (table RTF at Tan 
Son Nhut flew all Yankee Team mieslona until April 1965. It ahould be 

noted, however, that intermittent flights originated from Thai basaa 

162/ 

during that period. 


In September 1966, 2AD proposed to the C o mma nd er, U.S. Military 
Aaeletance Command, Vietnam (COHUSMACV) that four to aim RF-101'a be moved 
either to Don Huang or Udorn, Thailand. The move was aimed at Improving 
USAF'a low level Yankee Team operations north of 20 degrees in Laoa. 
RF-101's flying unescorted low-level sorties from Adorn, 2AD said, could 
operate, without refueling, over all northern Laoa up to the Cowniat 
Chinese (CH1CCH) border. Escort, If needed, could be provided by F-105'e 
from Korat or F-100'a from Takhll. Those aircraft, without refueling, 
could operate as far north as 21 degrees. Air refueling the escort air¬ 
craft would extend their range to the CHICOM border. Operations from Don 
Muang would permit unrefueled sorties up to 21 degrees north, Sy operat¬ 
ing from Thailand, said 2AD, Yankee Team would gain flexibility la choice 

163/ 

of routes, bases, and forces employed. 

In January 1965, the Ccmnander-ln-Chlef, Pacific Air Forcsa 
(C1NCPACAF) alsrtad 5th and 13th Air Forces to prepare for a realignment 
of reconnaissance la Southeast Asia. The realignment called for the 65th 
Tactical Reconnaissance Squadron to deploy an RTF to Tan Son Nhut to 
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continue the Able Mable operation. The 13th TRS wee to send an RTF to 

Don Huang Air Base, Thailand to conduct Yankee Tean operations fro* there. 

The Thailand operation was to be equipped with six RF-101's. 

fhe 45th at Tan Son Mhut was to fly Yankee Team nlaslooe, as 

well as Barrel Roll, and any other reconnaissance elsslons that could eon 

easily be accomplished fro* Vletnae. The 13th was designated to perform 

only Yankee Team missions, but It would lster fly additional reconnaissance 

elsslons In support of other operations. For Identification purposes, the 

Vietnam unit was to be known as Able Mable (Alpha), and the one at Don 

164/ 

Huang aa Able Mable (Bravo). 

While the U.S. already had permission of the Thai government 

to conduct reconnaissance from that country's bases. It would need 

separate approval to bring a unit Into the country. The U.S. Air Attache 

In Bangkok believed the Thai government would consider the RTF a unit 

regardless of the identity given It by the USAF. He also said It was 

Impossible to accomodate the operation on short notice because there was 

not enough space to park all of the aircraft; water was not available to 

meet the requirements of the photo processing cell; and on-base billeting 

could not house all of the personnel. It would be "a long term process, 

If ever,” said the AIRA, to negotiate arrangements to position the RTF at 

Don Huang. Be concluded by saying It was possible to arrange for the use 

of Takhll, Udorn, or Ubon, but even there ha would need time to negotiate 

165/ 

with the Royal Thai government. 

After bearing the Air Attache's reasons for opposing Don Huang, 
13AF decided In favor of Udorn. The base had adequate water and disposal 
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facilities and new construction had caaad a shortage of on-baae quarter*. 

The masbered Air Fore* said Udorn appeared to offer advantage* not to be 

bad at Don Huang. Aaong than, aald 13AF, was a faster reaponae to the 

rtijiltaunts of the Aabaaaador to Laos; less support personnel required 

because of shorter sortie tine; and the added alaslon flexibility 2AD 

sought. llAF's eat mate for the RTF was four aircraft and a total eonll- 

166/ 

aent of approximately 80 personnel. 

Late In January, Fifth Air Force, which controlled the 15th 
TU, asked for a schedule of suggested dates and any special support re¬ 
quirements In connection with the nov* to Thailand. Fifth Air Force would, 

la turn, direct the nov* of the RTF to Udom and the withdrawal of 15th 

167/ 

TRS assets no longer needed at Tan Son Nhut. 

Closely following 5AF'a request cane a warning from C1MCFACAF 

to both Sth and 13th Air Forces not to proceed la haste. They oust first 

coordinate their plan* with the various Yankee Teen controlling agencies. 

C0MJSMACTHA1 and Crahaa Martin, the U.S. Ambassador to Thailand, to 

review the proposed action. Furthermore, no changes could be brought In 

168/ 

Southeast Asia force structures without the approval of C1NCPAC. 

Aabaaaador Martin offered no objections to the nova, the 
American Embassy In Laos saw "great merit” In the Idea of moving sub¬ 
control of Air Force Yankee Team missions from Vietnam to Udorn. It would 


relieve congestion at Da Nang Air Base, Vietnam, and at the 


time make 


■or* efficient use of s newly Installed operational capability at Udorn. 
COMUSMACV also agreed to the wove, but with the provision that he retain 
operational command of Yankee Teen asseta. Vlth all agencies la agreement. 
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the RTF moved lota Udorn on 1 April 196S, end immediately took over the 


major ahare of Yankee Team mlaalone. A month later, the Thai govern m en t 

169/ 

gave lta permission for the U.S. to atatlon 12 RF-101's at Udorn. ~ 
b. Control of Yankee Team : 

Prior to April 1965, execution authority and approval of 

individual Yankee Team mlaeione cane from Haahlngton. The Provident 

and Secretary of Defenae were conataatly briefed on Yankee Team operations. 

The JCS vas the "approving authority'' but actually reflected the vieve of 

the executive branch. Next In the chain of command vae the Commander-In- 

Chief , Pacific (C1NCPAC). On 6 April, CINCPACAF recommended to the JCS 

that ha be made tha approving authority for Yankee Taaa. Four days later 

COMUSMACV asked for the same power. The Air Fores fevered the COMUSMACV 

proposal on the aaeimptlan that tha 2AD Commander would be COMUSMACV'a 

deputy for the conduct of Yankee Teen. But the Commander-In-Chief, Pacific 

Pleat (CINCPACFIX) was agalnat authority balng given to any agency lower 

than CIBCPAC. Tha Navy Commander'■ argument waa that CIHCPAC controlled 

tha resources of both CIMCPACFLT (Navy) and CINCPACAF (Air Force) and, 

therefore, should determine prioritlee, and coordinate ell nieelona In 

Southeeet Aele. The controversy was settled In April when CIBCPAC said 

that he wee the controlling agency for Yankee Team operations. COMUSMACV 

was designated ee hie coordinating authority. In that position, COMUSMACV 

was given tha power to delay, cancel, or reechedule Yankee Teen niselaoa 

if unexpected reasons developed. This position was reiterated in September 

170/ 

when CIBCPAC said he retained overall control of the operation. 
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operation. It* objectives, which remained unchanged through 1965, ware to: 

(1) Provide tactical Intelligence to friendly forces 
In Laos In the conduct of current operations. 

(2) Determine, If possible, the extent and scope of 
war material, troops, and resources being moved 
from the DRV (North Vietnam) via Laoa Into the 
RVN (South Vietnam). 

(3) Provide a psychological "shot In the arm" to the Laos, 
Thai, and other friendly forces In Southeast Asia. 

(A) Demonstrate openly to the Communists the lntersst and 
datermlnatlon to stay In SEA. 


In fulfilling these objectives, Yankee Team missions were 
flown wider rules of engagement that Imposed many restrai nts, some of 
which made It difficult to conduct an effactlve program. 


C1NCPACAF outlined the JCS rules of engagement for reconnais¬ 
sance missions In July 1964. Essentially, the rules spelled out flight 
altitudes for various conditions; when retaliatory and suppressive firs 
was allowed; and when escort fighters would be provided. Generally, the 
missions were to be fleam at amdlum level which was described as an 


altitude above the level of expected hostile ground fire. Low level 

flights would be authorised only If medium altitudes would not produce 

satisfactory resulta. Further, the low level flights, if against areas 

with strong anti-aircraft def ense s, would be approved on a "case by case 

172 

basis” and only If the priority of requlreamnts Justified the risks. 
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When the JCS originally defined medium altitude 
ea being above the effective range of ground fire for eaall area and 
»oat automatic weapons, the minimum vaa set at 3,000 feet above ground 
level (ACL). In Noveaber 1964, an P-100 Yankee Teaa aircraft on a re¬ 
taliatory alsalon was shot down and a day later, an RP-101 waa downed. 

The Utter had flown part of the alaalon at 13.000 feet and the remainder 
at 3,000 feet to get under a cloud layer. It waa ahot down while at the 
low * r altitude. Following the loaaea, the JCS redefined the aedlta alti¬ 
tude for Yankee Teaa aa 10,000 feet ACL with the reault being leaa effec¬ 
tive photo coverage. Strike aircraft could go below celllnga of 1,000 
feet, and even leaa, to hit targeta. gut Yankee Teaa aircraft following 
the strike to obtain battle daaage assessment (BOA) photon might wall 
find cloud cover below their 10,000 foot altitude, asking photo graphy 
impossible. 

The Air Force wanted greater freedom to schedule 
low-level flights as required. CWCPACAF rarniamlail the removal of 
restrictions to permit such flights. Although ClHCPAC agreed with CIHC- 
PACAF about the need for low-level alasIons, he did not feel the time 
waa right to aak for full authority to fly them. Be believed overall 
authority could be woo In time, but not until authorities at higher levels 
ware convinced of the advantage of low-level reconnaissance, Until then, 
panluloo to fly at low-level would have to be obtained Individually for 
each mission. CINCPACAF waa assured that hie requests for such missions 
would be sent to the JCS with CIBCPAC'a recoamendat Ion for approval. 






Cl HOP AC added that he would continue to seek more voice In the control of 
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low-level reconnaissance. 

While CIKCPAC did Indeed support requests for low-level 
recor. >alssan :e missions, the results were disappointing. Of 17 missions 
requested in January 1965. only one was approved. Four others were per¬ 
mitted partial coverage at low-level. Lacking knowledge of the reasons 
for denial of permission for the low-level flights, CIKCPAC assumed that 
the “approving authority'' considered the missions as high risk. If this 
were true, the reasoning was not in agreement with the original requests 
which. In every case, had asaesaed the missions as either low or medium 

mj 

risk. 

The assessments were made by COMUSHACV and concurred in 

by CIKCPAC. Since neither had considared any of the missions as high 

risk, it appeared that the approving authority was assuming all low-lavel 

missions to he high risk if they eo much as flew over an anti-aircraft 

Installation. It aeemsd cartain that the low-level flights were being 

denied by an anthoricy above the JCS since the latter notified CIKCPAC 

that “bosh difficulty la being experienced in obtaining approval for 

eo-called high-risk missions.” In an affort to win approval for the 

missions, tha JCS asked CIKCPAC to provlds s detailed evaluation of risks, 

176 / 

snd "aottenslve Justification for aach lov-laval flight. 

CIKCPAC responded to the JCS request with a strong caaa 

la favor of lnw-lavel missions. He argued that low-level coverage was _ 

urgently needed to keep an eye on the degree of the reported Conawnlat 
buildup throughout Laos, as well as to locats new targets for Barrel toll 
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strikes. Worthwhile targets, said CINCPAC, had become very scarce. — 

CINCPAC's announcement in April that he was the controlling 
agency for Yankee Tean operations also revealed that he had been granted 
authority to approve either aedlua or low-level Biasloos. To provide 
flexibility to neet changing requirements, CIMCPAC authorised COMUSNACV 
to deviate fr am approved force c Deposition, tactics, and aped fled ales Iona, 
Deviations aede by COHUSHACV could be carried out without CIMCPAC approval.^ 

(2 > LhotORraphy on Weather Reconnei««en r , Mis,ions : 

In the early daya of Yankee Team, the JCS had authorised 
weather reconnaissance sorties to be flown In advance of photo aleeions. 

In August 196*. CINCPAC said that while photo missions required approval 
‘ r! * *hlfh levels in Washington." launch authority for waathar aircraft 
In support of Yankee Teen had been delegated and did not require approval. 

But CINCPAC also said that the practice of using RP-101'a on weather recon¬ 
naissance and permitting the seme aortiea to photograph "targets of oppor¬ 
tunity" had raised questions in Washington. The taking of photoa was the 
function of a photo reconnaissance mission, and aa such required approval. 
CIMCPAC informed COMUSMACV, 2AD and CMCPACAF that they had authority to fly 

** ,t * l * t reconnaissance flights, but added that photography would not be eon- 

122 / 

ducted on those alesIona. 

Second Air Division said such a raatrictloa did not permit 
the beat use of lta aircraft aasata. The division added that the JCS ware 
unaware of the restrictions and thought It night not be In linn with chair 
thinking. In lnta January, It told 11AF It had mat with failure In past 
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efforts to gat approval fro. KACV . n d oth.r ag.nciee „p the ll». of 
•uthorlty. The dlvl.lon a.ked 13AF to ae.k p.mi.alon to photograph 
target, of opportunity during Yank.. Tea. rather .laalona. I„ gep- 
C ” b *r. CIMCPAC notified COHUSMACV that the rule barring photography 
had been waived and photoa could be taken. 


<3) Su 2 Pt.p»plva Fire Keatralnr.. 

The JCS rule, of engagement of July 1964 permitted re¬ 
taliatory fir. for nedlun altitude flight. If either the r.connal.aance 
aircraft or Ice eacort was threatened by ground fire. On low-level 
■i-looa. retaliatory fir. could be e^loyed If the r.conn.i.. Mc . or 
**e°rt ircraft were firod upon. g„ t .uppre.aiv. fi r . (hitting e»^ 
aatl-alrcraft pool clone In advance of the recowwi.aanc. aircraft) re- 
qulred JCS approval. Authoriiatlon could be req united for low-level 
■laalona againat area, with atrong anti-aircraft dofene... In luch ctlM 
the reconaalaaanca -laalona would be e.cort.d and the ..core, could, with 
JCS approval, attack „ti-.ircr.ft po.ltlon. bafor. the r.co**i..anc. 
aircraft arrived. 

Both CINCPACAF and CINCPACfLT fait they should have aore 

freedom to ua. euppr.e.lv. fire. CINCPACAF propoaed . cortlnatlon of 

counter-battery end pre-planned Interdiction strike, to be aaployed 

egelnst the mtmy'm anti-aircraft batterlea. CINCPACFLT pointed out 

thet. although not totally effective, .uppr.e.iv. fi r . would heap gU n 

182/ 

crews fro. firing with lapunlty. 
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In April 1965, 1C ■till took JCS approval Co um auppree- 


aiva fire during Yankee Taaa aiaalona, and the Air Force continued to 

preas for freedon to apply it ahead of reconnaissance flighta Into heavily 
183/ 

defended areaa. By September, the policy had changed only to the 

extent chat approval cane froe the U.S. Aebaaaador In Vientiane and 
18* / 

C1NCPAC. 

d. ExoaneIon of RacgnuaiMAP** fa TfegJLfaEBL 1 

On 2 April, one day after arrival of the RF-101'e at Udom, 

the JCS authorlced their uae in a raconnaiasance program nlcknaeed. 

"Blue Tree." The nev program called for elaalona over Horth Vletnaa 

aouth of the 21at parallel to obtain pre-etrlke photography for updating 

target coverage, aa well aa to photograph other areaa for future targeting. 

Froai the outaet, unlike Yankee Teaa, Blue Tree waa conducted relatively 

free of reatrainta. CIHCPAC waa given freedon to execute Blue Tree 

nleelon* et hla own d lac ret ion and they could be flown at low-larval. The 

only reatrictiona were that the aiaalona be United to ten per week (two 

aircraft on each aiseion) and the planae could not venture inalde of e 

185/ 

forty nautical mile radlue of Hanoi and Haiphong. 

Haanwhile, the Udorn baaed RF-lOl’s flaw their first three 
reconnaissance aiaalona In support of Rolling Thunder on 19 April. 

Rolling Thunder aiaalona were elao over Horth Vletnaa. Although the 
three aiaalona were the only onee flown in aupport of Rolling Thunder 
during April, the next three nontha brought an Increasing nuaber of 
sortlea and, by August, that operation wee consuming a major portion of 
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rtcotuMlHwc* under three separate progress, the nusober of elrcreft wes 

^ 86 / 

Increased to twelve on 3 May. 



August added 'til. another specialised type of diesIon 
to the unit’s com tenant a when its aircraft began flying reconnaissance 
over North Vietnaa’s SA-2 SAM •tte* to gather pre-strike photos as well 
as post-strike lBOA) pictures. Missions for this purpose bore the nick- 
n a ne . "Iron Hand”. 

The addition ■: Blue Tree, followed by Rolling Thunder, 

resulted In an alaost threefold increase in reconnaissance sortiea in 

May, with 110 In April and *J In May. Another 260 were flown In June. 

(The figures represent total >i:rtlea in support of all operations.) A 

breakout of the nuaber of eortitei for each prog ran was available for . 

the last half of the year and is shown In Table 5. The coluan headed 

"Ocher" accounts for aiecellaneous sorties such as reconnaissance accoa- 

plished In Thailand at the request of the Thai govemasnt, and photography 

187/ 

of U.S. installations in Inal land. 

tAAifc S 


mOOMNAlSbANn SORTIES 



Rolling 

Tanks* 

Blue 

Iron 




Thunder 

iw 

Tree 

Hand 

Ocher 

Total 

Jul 

72 

U3 

30 

1*4 

359 

Aug 

118 

91 

32 

32 

96 

369 

Sep 

168 

121 

30 

26 

58 , 

*03 

Oct 

17* 

91 

*6 

66 

*4 

*21 

Nov 

1*3 

71 

36 

82 

*1 

373 

Dec 

12* 

97 

li 

1* 


m 

TOTAL 

799 

58* 

202 

222 

*33 

22*0 
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In addition to 12 RF-101's in Thailand In 1965, six RB-66C 
* lrcr4tt » designed to perform both electronic Intelligence (KLIMT) and 
electronic countermeasures (ECU), were stationed at Takhli starting 
26 May. Five B-66B's arrived at Che sane base late In September. The 
latter, known by the nickname, "Brown Cradle," was equipped to perform 
ECU jualng. 

In late November, three P-lOOF's were assigned to Korat Air 
Base. A fourth was yet to strive. The F-100P, called "Wild Weasel/ vaa 
developed to combat the SA-2 SAM threat. They were specially equipped 
with vector radar homing and warning designed to provide homing and 
warning on c, S, or X band signals, and instantaneous bearlm on the 
station. Early attacks against the SAM sites had been unsuccessful until 
a Navy A-4E hunter-killer aircraft accompanied the Air Force on s 31 
October attack on two sites north of Hanoi, The Ravy plane wae downed 
but not before lea equipment had guided the Air Force planee into the 
area and marked the target. But the Navy had a shortage of that type of 
aircraft and felt it needed them to support Ice own forcea. It was this 
that led the Air Force to develop the F-100F so that it could go after 
***• Sd-2 sites when they posad a threat to reconnaissance missions. 
Although the equipment In the F-100F possessed a 360-degree capability, 
which was an i^rovemenc over the A-AE'a equipment, the aircraft wee too 

189/ 

new at year's and to be certain of its performance. 

•• future of Reconnais sance in Thailand : 

Aa 1965 drew to a cloee, all indications pointed to another 
increase in USAF'a reconnaissance assata in Southeast Asia. Part of 
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this expansion would be absorbed by Thailand baaea. PACAF had requested 
authority to increase the site of Its RF-101 squadrons Iron 12 to 18 air¬ 
craft. And the need was recognised to install terrer photo processing 
cells (PPC's) to increase the output of those units. The future status 
of Udorn's reconnaissance activities was not certain. The base was ex¬ 
pecting an increase of about 80 percent in its reconnaissance forces in 
the first two months of 1986 and wanted a new PPC to Met the resultant 
increased workload. Plans were being considered to consolidate all 
Thailand bAse reconnaissance activities at that base in the spring of 
1986. At the sane tine, however, a study was being Bade to nova recon¬ 
naissance activities froa Udora to Korat when a naw Tactical Air Control 

Center (IACC) uoved to the latter base f roa Udorn. A facility to house 

190/ 

the TACC at Korat waa already under construction. 

P. SEARCH AND RESCUE OPERATIONS IN LAOS 

Scalaaaas °f jittaB. caeateUisa 

The coessitaent to fly U.S. reconnaissance ulaeiona over Laos in 
May 1964 created the need for a military search and rescue (SAR) capability 
in that country. Air America, a CIA sponsored civilian organisation, had 
provided limited SAR support for the RLAF T-28's and could be pressed Into 
servlet in the event Yankee Teen aircraft were shot down while operating 
in Laos. However, a rescue effort aounted by Air America alona waa con¬ 
sidered inadequate and resources available to that organisation at the 


clma were limited. 









Anticipating the SaR requirement, Lt General Joseph H. Hocre, 

2AD Commander, asked PaCaF (on 29 May 64) for the authority to employ 

U,S. aircraft and crews in aearch and raacue. Just eight daya later, 

the first Aaerican jet, a Navy RF-8A, was shot dovn near Ban San In 

Laoe, and General Moore had yet to receive a reply. According to the 

air attache in Vientiane, Colonel Robert F. Tyrell. Ambassador Leonar d 

Unger had received three requests to allow U.S. pilots to provide close 

air support (CAS) for Air America helicopters making the rescue attempt. 

The Ambassador finally agreed to permit the uae of Air America T-28 

pilots, but too lace. Both helicopters were shot up and the raacue 

191 / 

attempt ended in failure. 

Navy Lieutenant Charles F. Kluemann, pilot of the RF-4A, was 
captured by the Packet Laos (PL) and bald prisoner until hie escape 
four months lacar. In a debriefing session, shortly after ha was picked 
up on 1 September, Kluemann praised the Air America rescue attempt. Be 
said that they were on the acenc immediately after hie aircraft was shot 


down and that cbe helicopter crews made every effort to reach him al- 

192/ 

chough they were eubjectad to Intense ground flra. 

Air America pilots participating in the SAR mission reported 
"conflicting reports" and "bad (radio) recaption and confusion" during 
the rescue cry. Both pilots said chair helicopters received heavy ground 
firm. The observer aboard the helicopter making the first pass at the 
ridge, where Kluemann was supposed to be, was wounded. Captain William 
T. Cook, pilot of the second helicopter, said, "...at no time during the 
aearch did l have any knowledge of the typo of aircraft downed, or the 
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Identity of the pilot. In fact I . 

I ^Heved throughout th> , earch that t 

*' lookln « for a Laos T-28 pilot... r„, k 

ToT/ r * ft V * re un * r **d and 
*" eeebera war. unebl. to return the fir,. m 

°° “* •’*' K1 “~“ - *». to to, to. 

“other F-8 in Laos Th- .n.. 

u... to „to ... pletad „ „ , ^ 

helicopter. Ihie tine the rescue was ud. 

* W °° d,d 4.800 feet 

- -vel and the first cvo helicopt.r. on the acen. ver. „nabl. 

- rescue the downed pilot because the aircraft could not hover at that 

•Ititude. However, « third helicopt.r wnased to 
. , 194/ ^ r “•“**“ to Mk - e • succeeaful 

boiat pickup. 

Th * »v.cc.#s of the 8 June SAS .ff.,. 

_ " * £f ° rt w " tartly attributed to 

toe control of Air e_ _- 

A-erlca reacue re.ource. by a aingi. , g „ cy . At a 

iek^* ^ ^ Ud0r "’ Th * il * , * d ' °” 15 Jun * 64 - Colonel Tyrell said the 

— *•" -»*»>• — to reii,.„. 

toto«to K, to*. « to ,toto. to,.„, ,„toto 

-. toPtotoU., to„to.to to re.,,., „ . ta 

to .toto -tototo,, ... .to - to«to to 
during rescue etcanpts. *“ 

.to,*, “ “ *“ “ --- «* to.to 

or •> tb. .a. pra ,to reto-.to.lto, to-totb., 

totoU.,. n. o.tol„.to —re Mr . tototo. ....to., to 

toto-. .. re .re ire. to. rerrerere, to, re .......re re 

-» reretoto. to ,to,re to clretotto tore,to. 

*“ “ «—*«<-. toto re,., rerere 

operatione hed *---- . 

r * P ° rt * d * "*■ pilot.. At the 13 JuM 
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B.n Hour., who va. in charge of the Air Anerlc. rotary wing progr« .t 
Udorn, said that .11 fiv. H-34 helicopter. under hl . C0-Md W| ^ 

P ‘ d W4 ' h UHF <UUm Hi « h buc that of Ai t AMrlca's 

fl«d ,,«g .ircr.ft were not, and th.t eh. Air A-ric. covnlctiou. 
uecwork needed to be upgraded with UHF equipvt. the ARA-25 . lrborn . 
hawing d.vic. we. .pecific.lly -entloned needed to inprov. c =*u„i- 

cetione. Hr. Hoor. .Ik ..id th.t h.^e.d.d fiv. .ddition.1 H-34*. in 
ord.r to provid. good SAR coverage. - 

ivo specific recownendations for r.ecu. operation. in th. ivdl- 
«. futur. c. out of the SAR —ting , t Worn. An SA-16 AnphibUn, 

-in* th. c.lx sign "ch.rU. On." w.a r.co—ndl for u.. a. „ . lt - 
born. controller whoever . Urge ec.l. operation w.. planned in the 
Plain, dee J.rre. (PDJJ .re«. The second auggeetlon called for the us. 

of « —nsency "l—l.r" or 'Wp. r " h—ng davic. by pilot.. The 
ho-ing device, were ..id to be the pilot', be.t M . ur .„ e . of ^ fouad 

bT re.cue .ircr.ft. It w.. .1. 0 pointed out .t the .ctin, th , t du . t# 

the United conviction. «p11Uty . UHF/VHF/ 1 F equippl a- 3. would 
be needed to relay emergency ell.. -' 

Following th. two-day neeting at Udorn, 2AD outlined a plan f or 
rescue oper.tion. in Lao. which w.. to be dl.cu.el at another Udorn 
—ting on 18 June. Five USAF H -3* helicopter, would be transferred to 
Air A-erica. i, approve by higher h^urter., and b...d .t Udorn. 

Pour of the H-3A'. would be deployed tp forward operating field. In 

U °* <SU " 15 “ d ® 9) Vh,r * ch *P ***« be placed on .i.rt during I«k^ 

T *“ r * COnM1 ‘“ nC « ni.alona over Lao.. Two T-28 .ircr.ft .t Viaotiaa. 
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would be on alert also. Theta aircraft would provide air cover and rescue 
cowbat air patrol (RESCAP) in the event the Air Aaarlca helicopters were 
icriabledi 2AD felt that the use of the two forward operating bases 

would provide cDeplete rescue coverage, with quick reaction capability 

199/ 

In the PDJ area. 

If the transfer of the H-34's to Air Aaarlca waa not approved, 
the 2AD plan would station three USMC .H-34 helicopters, operated by 
N* r l®e crews, at Udorn. Since these helicopters would have to operate 
out of Udorn, It waa pointed out that they could not provide coverage 

over the PDJ area without staging for fuel, and It would require two 

. 200 / 
houra to ranch the area after receiving the initial acrssible order. 

Under the 2AD plan, two HH-J4B helicopters (which were airlifted 

to Udorn on 17 June for sssaably) with trained raacua crews and personnal, 

would be stationed at Kakbon Phanoa, Thailand. These USAF helicopters 

were capable of supporting SAX operations within 100 alias of their base. 

The H-34'a at Kakhon Phanoa. equipped with Single Slda Band (SSB) and 

radio equipment, would be launched by the rescue control center in 

Saigon or by the on-scene rescue cowaand aircraft. The helicopters 

could also answer requests for assistance froa aircraft In dlatresa. 

RES CAP for HH-43B helicopters at Nakhon Phanoa would be provided by 

201 / 

carrier-based A-IX slrcreft placed on ramp alert at the Thai base. 

In the Republic of Vlatnaa (RVH), two Marine H-34'a would be 
pieced on alert at Kha Sanh. The USMC helicopters had a 120 alia operat¬ 
ing range. These raacua helicopters would recalve their RESCAP froa 

202/ 

carrier baaed aircraft on alert duty at Da Nang. 

119 


1 





i ! 


J 


aw r* 









In the plan 2AD announced that an HD—16 rescue aircraft had bean 

deployed to Da Nang. Configured with a full compliment of communications 

(UHF, VHP, and SSB radios) and radar equipment, the HU-16 would be used 

as a rescue control aircraft for the on—scene consander. The aircraft, 

which had fuel enough to stay airborne all day, would act as airborne 

caasaunicacions relay aircraft during all sessions,while maintaining an 

orbiting position near Nafchon Phenom. 2AD felt that If the provisions 

of the plan were Implemented, quick reaction SAR covarage would be pro- 

203/ 

vidad for the area concerned. 

Projected SAR requireaente were not predicated on the cowaltaent 

of Yankee Teaa forces alone. Early SAR planning wae contingent upon the 

possibility of retaliatory strikes In North Vietnam and the growing need 

for a comprehensive interdiction operation in Laos. The 2AD ComasOder, 

General Moore, was charged with the responsibility for search and rescue 

for all Southeast Asia and a USAF SAR organisation for Laos began to taka 

shape under his direction in the suaaer months of 1964. 

On 11 June 1964, an Air Support Operations Canter (ASOC), operated 

by Detachment 2, JSth Iactical Group, was opened at Udorn, Thailand, under 

the direction of a newly-established deputy commander for 2AD Thailand (Dap 

Cmdr 2AD Thai). The new deputy commander was respons ibis for all USAF air 

operations In Laos including search and rescue. He also coordinated rescue 

activities with Air America and the American Embassy'a Air Operations Cents: 
204/ 

In Vientiane. 

The first USAF rescue capability was actually established at 
Kakhon Phanon on 19 June with the arrival of 36 personnel of "laacua 2," 










. Mil alr/aea re.cu. detachment of th. l.t Air Re.cue Squadron. Thl. 
element of the Pacific Air Rascua Canter (PARC) was equipped with tvo B-A3B 
hallcoptar. which had bean alrllftad to Udorn for a».a*>ly. pacap announced 
on 20 June that Thailand baaed USAF a..ets could be used for SAR. TWo 
daya later PARC, located at.Tan Son Nhut, notified PACAP that the proca- 
duraa for coordinating reecue between Air America and USAP raaourcaa had 
bean established. The Air America helicoptara could be acranbled through 

th. air attach.', office in Viantlan. or by the HU-16 aircraft orbiting 

205 / 

the area during U.S. air activity. 

Other reecue unit, were deployad to Thailand In tha laat half of 

196*. By Oacaabar, the let Air Raacue Squadron with two HH-43B helicoptara 

waa in operation at Korat. Two HH-OB'a war. alao at.tion^J at Takhli. In 

addition, takhli had a local baae raacue (LU) detachment. There ware two 

206/ 

WJ-16 Albttroai aircraft at Korat. 

Rounding out tha SAR organlaetlon for Southeast Asia were USAP 

rescue unit, at Da Nang and Blen Hoa in South Vi.cnan, including four 

HU-16'a at Da Nang. In addition, tha U.S. Karine Corpe provided H-34 

helicopter, and crew, to the Joint Search and Raacue Center at Tan Son 

Nhut for deployment to a forwarding operating baae at Quang Tri. Tha U.S. 

Navy maintained a life guard aubmarlna and surface vessel, at strategic 

positions along the coast of North and South Vietnam. USAF jets In 

Thailand and RLAF T-28'e in Laos were available for use In RESCAP rolea. 

USN carriar-bwed aircraft were alao called on to provide raacue cover 

207 / 

and support for SAR forces. 
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table 6 


6 June 64 

7 June 64 
1 July 64 
1 Aug 64 

18 Aug 64 


AIRCRAFT TYPE 


F-8B 
OB-340 
OR-340 

r- loo 


Captured end escaped. 
«P bp Bird and Son 
Air Aaerica Rescue 
Air Aaerica Reacue 
Air Aaerica Rescue 
Air Aaerica REscua 


Picked 







t 



18 Aug 64 

12 Mov i 

19 Nov 64 
21 Nov 64 

21 Nov 64 

22 Dec 64 
A Jen 65 
A Jan 65 
5 jan 65 

13 Jan 65 
13 Jan 65 

1 Fab 65 

18 Fab 65 

19 Fab 65 
19 Fab 65 

1 Mar 65 

2 Mar 65 
2 Mar 65 
5 Mar 65 

25 Mar 65 
31 Mar 65 
31 Mar 65 

2 Apr 65 

3 Apr 65 
7 Apr 65 

11 Jun 65 
29 Apr 65 

9 May 65 
18 May 65 

12 May 65 
18 May 65 

21 May 65 
3 Jun 65 
8 Jun 65 

1A Jun 65 
20 Jun 65 

22 Jun 65 

23 Jun 65 
29 Jun 65 

3 Jul 65 
7 Jul 65 
13 Jul 65 
13 Jul 65 
1A Jul 65 
18 Jul 65 

24 Jul 65 
2A Jul 65 


UH-34D 

UH-34D 

F-100 

RF-101 

Ball Helicopter 

RT-28 

T-28 

T-28 

F-105 

F-105 

F-100 

RT-28 

Cornier Aircraft 

F-100 

0H-34D 

l/H-4 3D 

F-105 

F-105 

UH-34D 

Hallo Courier 
F-105 
F-100 
A-1B 
F-105 
B-57 
A-1H 
RF-101 
F-105 
1-28 
F-105 
F-105 

Porter Aircraft 

A-40 

F-105 

F-105 

F-4C 

B-57 

F-105 

RF-101 

F-105 

F-105 

T-28 

T-28 

A-6A 

A-6A 

F-4C 

A-6A 


PILOT OR CREW STATUS 


Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air America Rescue 
aj r America Rescue 
A1 tear lea Rescue 
Air Anerlca Rescue 
Pilot believed dead 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
> and Party Rescue 
Alt Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Pilot believed dead 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
USAF Rescue 
USAF Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
USAF Rescue 
USAF Rescue 
Craw Status Unknown 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Crew Status Unknown 
Crew Status Unknown 
Fllot believed ceptured 
Pilot believed dead 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
USAF Rescue 

Filot believed ceptured 
Pilot believed ceptured 
Air Aaerlce Rescue 
USAF Rescue 

Pilot believed ceptured 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Crew Status Unknown 
USAF Rescue 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Rescue 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Rescue 
USAF Rescue 
Air Aaerlca Rescue 
Craw Statue Unknown 
Pilot believed dead 
USAF Rescue 
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DATE 



AIRCRAFT TYPE 


24 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 5 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

27 Jul 65 

F-105 

28 Jul 65 

A-4 

29 Jul 65 

RF-101 

2 Aug 65 

F-105 

1 Aug 65 

F-105 

10 Aug 65 

F-105 

12 Aug 65 

UH-34D 

13 Aug 65 

RF-101 

24 Aug 65 

F-105 

24 Aug 65 

F-4B 

24 Aug 65 

F-4C 

28 Aug 65 

F-105 

28 Aug 65 

T-28 

29 Aug 65 

A-1H 

29 Aug 65 

F-8 

29 Aug 65 

F-105 

31 Aug 65 

F-105 

2 Sap 65 

F-105 

4 Sap 65 

F-4C 

4 Sap 65 

T-28 

6 Sap 65 

F-105 

10 Sap 65 

A-1E 

15 Sap 65 

T-28 

16 Sap 65 

F-105 

16 Sep 65 

F-105 

17 Sap 65 

F-105 

20 Sap 65 

F-105 

20 Sap 65 

H-43 

20 Sap 65 

F-105 

21 Sap 65 

F-105 

24 Sap 65 

F-4C 

27 Sap 65 

RF-101 

29 Sap 65 

F-105 

30 Sap 65 

F-105 

30 Sap 65 

F-4C 

1 Oct 65 

F-4C 

5 Oct 65 

F-4C 

5 Oct 65 

F-105 

5 Oct 65 

F-105 

5 Oct 65 

RF-101 


-» PILOT OR CREW STATUS 

USAF Rascua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Rascua 
USAF Raacua 
USAF Raacua 
USAF Raacua 
USAF Raacua 
Pilot believed dead 
Pilot believed dead 
Pilot ballavad dead 
Air Aaarica Raacua 
Air Am r lea Raacua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Raacua 
Craw Status Unknown 
Craw Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Air Aaarica Raacua 
Pilot ballavad dead 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Raacua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot ballavad daad 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Raacua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Crashed at (Morn AB 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Craw Status Unknown 
USAF Raacua 
USAF Raacua 
USAF Raacua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
USAF Raacua 
Pilot Status Unknown 
Pilot ballavad daad 
Pilot Statua Unknown 
USAF Rascua 
Pilot Statua Unknown 
Pilot Statua Unknown 
Pilot Statua Unknown 
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DATE 


AIRCRAFT 

13 

Oct 

65 

F-105 

15 

Oct 

65 

F-105 

15 

Oct 

65 

F-105 

18 

Oct 

65 

F-AC 

22 

Oct 

65 

F-105 

2A 

Oct 

65 

T-28 

1 

Nov 

65 

RF-101 

3 

Mov 

65 

F-105 

6 

Menr 

65 

CH-3C 

12 

Nov 

65 

F-105 

16 

Nov 

65 

F-105 

18 

Nov 

65 

F-105 

28 

Nov 

65 

F-105 

1 

Dec 

65 

F-105 

8 

Dec 

65 

F-105 

15 

Dec 

65 

F-105 

18 

D«c 

65 

F-AC 

20 

D*c 

65 

F-AC 

20 

Dec 

65 

F-105 

21 

Dec 

65 

F-105 


PILOT OR CREW STATUS 

USAF Rescue 
Pilot Stetue Unknown 
Pilot Stetue Unknown 
Crew Statue Unknown 
Pilot Stetue Unknown 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot believed dead 
Navy Keecued one crew 
■saber 

Pilot believed dead 
Pilot presumed mlaalog 
USAF Reecue 
Pilot preeuaed alesing 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
USAF Reecue 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot Statue Unknown 
Pilot Stetue Unknown 


The USAF SAR aircraft Inventory in Thailand changed little in the 

first half of 1965. In March, there were etill only two HU-16 Albatross 

aircraft and seven H-43 helicopters at Thai baeas. The nuaber of H-43'a 

increased to 11 la May and, in June, three BC-SA's were sent to Udorn. 

The HU-16's were phased out of operation in Thailand as tha BC-SA's began 

to take over the function of airborne coanand poet. The increase in H-43B 

helicopters, during the period, reflected the addition of local base rescue 

(LAX) units at Udorn, Ubon, and Eorat similar to the LBR detachment already 
209/ 

at Takhli. 

Early in the year, the deputy coenandar at Udorn asked that Havy 
A-1B aircraft be nade available for use in SAR RESCAP nisslons In Laos, 
Pending the arrival of the A-lg's, he requested and obtained permission to 
use air conmando pilots flying USAF-marked T-28's during SAR operations. 
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By May. Savj A-1H aircraft war. b.ing ua.d for RESCAP ov.r Uo,. Th. 
deputy coeend.r want ad to provida an arenent capability for th. A-1R-. 
at Odoro in ordar to stag. th. Navy aircraft out of that baaa. ^ 

In th. laat half of 1965. USAP A-lE'a. on rotation fro. ha... i„ 
South Viacnan, war. .caging at Udorn and N.lthon Ph.no. to provida SAR 
*KCAP. P-105', and P-4C«. war. al.o ua.d for th. vital -ia.ion. I„ tb . 
avant an airplana wa. .hot down in Uoa.all aircraft in th. vicinity took 
part in th. ^arch and r.acu. op. rat ion. In May 2AD Mid, "...(it ia our 
policy) that, whan pilot, .j.ct, that. i. no higher priority .ir taak 
th« to a..iat in —rch and recovery of (th.) downed pilot...." At th . 

*“* th * Co ~* nd « r Ia“d.d th. growing USAP SAR capability. 

"...It i. significant to oof." h. ..Id, "th. treeodou. aucc. which 
USAP SAR fore., haw. h*J in th. ...rch and r«ov.ry of not only USAP but 
(South Vietnam'a Air Pore.) and (U.S.) Navy pilot, in th. went pwt....^ 
Colon.1 John t. Murphy, Daputy Comandar 2AD, Thai, told 2AD in 
Jwn. that th. nawly ...ipwd RC-54 aircraft war. not aquippl proparl, 
to perform th. «.lgnad function a. SAR flying coeand post. Colon.1 
Murphy -«t.d additional UHP co-unic.tion equips Inatall* in th. . lr - 
craft and ha waned . .p.cl.1 conaol. built in th. cabin of th. BC-5* to 
provida a "conmand pet" arrangeent for the officer directing r.acu. 
^ration, at th. .cm.. Th. daputy coanand.r considered th. r.acur air- 

born. coe^d P°* ( >•« -t the tie to b. th. reaket link in th. 

raacua operation. 

Anothar proble wa. th. United rang, of r.acue helicopter. and 
•oe RESCAP Aircraft. Air Aerlca helicopter, and T-28*a ere staging out 
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of forward operating bases m Laos in order to be in close pro*laity during 

air operations, but USAF SAR assets were still staging from Udorn and Nakhon 

Phanon In nld-1965. Efforts were made to deploy USAF H-43 helicopters in 

the same manner as the Air America aircraft, but this was considered a 

"temporary stop-gap," at best. However, the deputy coanandsr at Udom 

recommended in July that the H-43'e be placed on rotational deployment to 

a forward operating base known as Site 36, near the PDJ. The deputy com- 

aander said the recommended action would provide knowledge and experience 

which could later be passed on to HC-3 helicopter crews and it would also 

213/ 

demonstrate USAF intentions to the American Ambassador in Laos. 

By November, seven HH-3C*s were added to the SAR Inventory in 
Thailand and authorisation had been obtained to pre-position the new heli¬ 
copters at forward operating bases in Laos. Two HH-3C'a were stationed at 
Nakhon Phanon, two were maintained ac Site 36 and three were kept at Udom. 

Meanwhile, the deputy commander for 2AD Thai picked up responsibi¬ 
lity for ell SAR operations in Laos end North Vietnam (on IS August 65). 
Previously this control had baan centralised at Tan Son Nhut. Undar the 
new procedures, the deputy coimaender was given authority to initiate or 

215 / 

terminate SaR efforts in his area and to control the SAR forces Involved. 

Near the end of 1965, the SAR procedures developed over the pre¬ 
ceding year were outlined in e letter for ell tactical pilots In South¬ 
east Asia. Daring high rink missions, appropriate SAR forces were placed 
on alert. An HC-54 flying command post maintained an airborne orbit over 
Thailand, or Laos, as close to the target area as possible. The command 
poet's primary function wee to monitor SAR radio frequencies and guard 
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channel* and take over on-scene command of available SAX forces when SAR 
■isslons actually began. Froa the moment an BC*54 commander became aware 
of an elrcraft In dlatreaa, he was In charge of the SAR operation. The 
on-sccoe commander ascertained available forces and requested additional 
SAR assets as required. He also maintained constant contact with the 
Joint Search and Keacua Cantar (JSARC) at Tan Son Shut and the SAR control 
center In the Uoorn TACC. HU-16 amphibians operated over the Golf of 
Tonkin and ware assigned tasks identical to HC-54'a. However, the flying 
boats could land on watar to recover downed crew members. As dlecuaend 
earlier, HH-.it helicopters were pre-poaitionnd at forward operating bases 
la Laos, and, during 'very high risk' elisions, were placed on airborne 
alert near the target area. HH-43B/F and H-34 helicopters st Udora snd 
Nakhon Fhanou, and at Da Nang in South Vlstnam, served in a short arrange 

recovery role. The Da Hang helicopters were deployed to Quang Tri during 

216/ 

air wperatione. 

Usually whan an aircraft was shot down othor numbers of hla flight 

Immediately became part of tha rescue force. The pilot spotting the chute 

automatically assumed e low-cover role and tried to fin the position where 

the pilot went down. The other elements of the flight climbed to a high- 

level cover position and alerted the SAR forcea standing by. Following this 

procedure, the low-cover aircraft was relieved and the pilot returned to 

217/ 

Udorn for an t M e d iate debriefing by SAR personnel. 

If the pilot of the aircraft flying low-cover believed chat the 
downed airman wee in danger from ground activity, be bed the authority to 
attack. He could also attack AAA positions in a flack suppression role 
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Wt.il. h.licopt.ra war. .tempting recovery. Whan th. A-1E RESCAP air¬ 
craft arrived, the low-cover aircraft led Che. to the acooe. ~ 
A» 1965 came to a cloee, rescue procedures and skills continued 
to be refined and honed into a highly effective, fast-acting force to 
preserve the live, of tiraen shot down in battle. 
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Fathet Laos forces in Laos, aided by PAVR troops fro* North 
Vietnaa, had ignored the provisions of the 1962 Geneva Accords aInoat 
fron th. beginning. With th. passage of tine,they nor. end wire openly 
violated the agreeaents. Finally, in May 1964, thay launched an attack 
against Neutralist forces on the Plains des Jarre*. 

Neawrhila, the 0.3., recognising Coanunlst sine, had baan con¬ 
ducting a Military Assistance Frograa (MAP) to train and equip FAN and 
Neutralist forces. In March 1964, two nonths before the FDJ attack, the 
*AP was expanded to include the loyal Laotian Air Porca (ILAP). Detach¬ 
ment 6, 1st Air Coaaundo Wing, was saved into Odorn Airfield, Thailand 

to sat up • T-28 training prograa to train Laos pilots and upgrade the 
ILAF. 

The PDJ attacks resulted in the U.S. caking two fsdlsfa steps; 
On 18 Hay, the first Yankee Teen photo reconnaissance aiaalons were flown 
over Laos, and before May had ended, the T-28 training prograa was acce¬ 
lerated to obtain eora pilots desperately needed to give close «ir support 
(CAS) to PAX and Neutralist fores. The stepped-up prograa included 
training of Thai pilots to eugnent the ILAF. By June, the first of the 
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Thai pilot* were flying T-28 strike Missions over Lao*. 

The start of Yankee Teas and the expansion of T-28 training narked 
the beginning of a significant buildup of the USAF In Thailand. The build¬ 
up connrued at a gradual pace through the first half of 1965, then surged 
ahead following a July announceaent by U.S. Secretary of Defenae, Robert 
S. KacNanara that thera was to be a large Increase In U.S. forces In 
Southeast Asia. 

The U.S. Interdiction prograa in Laos, which began In Deceaber 1964 
with a saall nuaber of arued routs reconnaissance Missions spread over a 
relatively long span of tlae, continued searching for a Mobile enemy who 
found sanctuary In rugged Mountains and dense Jungles. Officials expressed 
dlaappoln faen t with the results of these early Missions and plans were aade 
for a shift In target eaphasls, even though the Interdiction operation was 
barely a aonth old. By ald-1965. Barrel Roll and Steel Tiger interdiction 
efforts were alasd st establishing and Maintaining choke points along various 
stretaglc routes, cutting or cratering roads and destroying bridge*. HI salons 
were being flown on a dally basis froa airfields In Thailand as wall as USB 
Aircraft Carriers and bases in the Republic of Vlatnaa (RVN). Yet, the 
weight of effort seeaed Inadequate in the face of problaaa and restrictions 
encountered by pilots flying the Missions, in tbs lest four soothe of the 
year, target eaphasls again shifted. This tlae to Military areas. Installa¬ 
tions and supply points. In the suaasr aonth*, a close air support (CAS) 
operation, called "Baago/Whiplash," was established using BR/ST assets. 


These strikes were in support of FAR and Neutralist forces and wars directed 
by Forward Air Controllers. Bango/Whip lash effort* were considered successful 







by Aabassador Wllllaa E. Sullivan In Vlantlana. A serins of lncldants 
rasultsd in tha suspension of all Steel Tiger nlsslons In October and 
the early part of Woveaber, and Interdiction efforts were being questioned 
in Washington. Many officials seeaed to feel that the Laos Interdiction 
effort had failed in that It did not halt the flow of supplies and per¬ 
sonnel Infiltrating Into southern Laos and the RVM. However, no one 
would deny that the prograa was producing auch in the way of econoalc and 
psychological daaage to Worth Viet nan and the Pathet Laos. At the dose 
of the year, a new operating area was established. Strikes In the Tiger 
Hound area, as the new zone was called, were also directed by Forward Air 
Controllers. Interdiction efforts In this area, under new rules and pro¬ 
cedures, would prove Increasingly affective In the nontha to coae. Howe v er, 
noat of tha operating procedures incorporated in the Tiger Hound operation 
had bean suggested early in the BK/ST prograa. 

Meanwhile, Yankee Teaa, which had Its beginning in South Vietnaa, 
was aoved in April IMS to Udorn, and a south later the operation was 
doubled In alse. S o sa of the restrictions the prograa had operated under 
were lifted during tha second half of IMS, pensitting increased flexi¬ 
bility la alasIon scheduling. 

Beconaalasance activities In Thailand grew rapidly. On 2 April - 
the day after the RF-101 reconnaissance planes had arrived at Udorn to fly 
Tankas Teaa uisalona - the JCS authorised their use for a second reconnais¬ 
sance prograa nlcknsend, "Blue Tree," which called for alaslone over Worth 
Vietnaa. On the 19th of that aonth, tha Hdorn-baaed aircraft becaae Involved 
in still another operation when they flew their first reconnaissance nlsslons 
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in .upport of (tolling Thunder. Th. latter alao took th. RF-lOl*. 0 v.r 

North Vletnaa. X„ August. th.y started flying reconn.l..ance over SA-2 

SAM nit., m North Vl.tnan. That .pocl.lixod progr.. w.. nickna^d, "i ro n 
Hand. ” 


In Jun. 196A, Portly nft.r th. beginning of Tankm Tm. operation. 
Air Africa crew. acco^li.hed th. f ir . t ...rch and r .. cu . (SAJt) ^„ loo „ 

U ° , ‘ Aith0 “* h th * n,,d for « or g* n l«<l ■ilit.ry .lr raacu. capability 
W " "«■ A-*-lca continued to play . n. Jor rola in ^ r „ cu- 

operation, wall into 1965. 

Raacue 2, an «1—nt of th. Pacific Air Raacu. Canter, „nt to 
•Wthon Ph^o. in June 1965. it wa. USAF'. fir.t .i r/w r .. cu . ^ tmty 
in Thailand. Tb. 2AD Coanandar ra.pon.lbl. for tha operational control 
of all USAF SAB fores. In South«.t A.!., m Augu.t 1965, ha damgated 
SAR raaponalbllitia* in Lao. and North Vi.to- to th. D^uty Co-^d.r 2AD, 
Thailand. TOY USAF re.cu. cr«. were repl.cd with PCS par.ono.1 «nd tha 
raacoa aircraft Inventory waa enlarged. 

Despite imitation.. Air A-arlca. and latar USAF re.cu. operation 
W * re h l*hly -uccaaful ln the recovery of downed .i m . 
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CHAPTER 

THE COMMUNIST THREAT IN THAILAND 

A. ESTABIISWENT OF THE SUBVERSIVE MOVEMENT 

In Utt 1964 and early 1965, while the war continued to intensify In 
Vietnam end the eyea of the world focused on the Am rlean cowl ceant there, 
Asian CoMuniats launched a systenatlc and determined drive against the 
aut 000*7 of Thailand. Acta of terrorlan, murder, and sabotage were defi¬ 
nitely on the Increase. By aid-1965, Thai border police had Intercepted 
11 lege 1 eras and ■M un itions and the flrat encounter with a band of arsed 
Insurgents was reported. If doubt had existed that a full-blown subver¬ 
sive effort was In the asking. It was soon ram o ved by Coaauniat propaganda 
and diplomatic pronouncements. The verbal attack mounted by subversive 
•laaante clearly Indicated that Thailand had Indeed been selected aa the 
next target of Rad aggression. 

During the seme period, U.S. military personnel and equlpaant began ta 
pour Into Thailand aa the country became a staging area for the air war In 
Vietnam and in Laos. Increased Thai Involvement and cooperation with the 
United States In the Vietnamese situation led to a step-up In the subver¬ 
sive timetable and thrssts of worse things to cone from Faking and Hanoi. 
The sec u rity of Air Force personnel and equipment became a aatter of consi¬ 
derable concern la the face of mounting evidence that acts of violence and 
sabotage ware to be directed against U.S. military forcaa and Installations 
la northeast T h a i la nd . Although U.S. officials were vitally concerned, the 
initiative for combatting coamunlatlc subversion remained with the Royal 
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Thai gov«ma*nt. 

CoMunlete had bean active in Thailand to some degree before the 196A- 
1965 period. A party organisation had been established there la 19*2. It 
was officially banned In 1958. However, the party continued to operate 
with aany of lte Mahers living outelde of the country. The noveaent suf¬ 
fered a aore severe setback In Nay 1961 when two of the country's key Com- 
amiit leaders were executed by the Royal Thai government. The party organ¬ 
isation was badly shaken. Members deserted or withdrew public support and 
recruitment was curtailed. Despite this severe setback, the Thai subver¬ 
sive movement continued to grow. A clandestine radio calling itself "The 
Voice of the People of Thailand" began operation beyond the borders of the 
country, the following year, and the murder of 13 Thai governsMnt infor¬ 
mants and witnesses by Communists gave stark, public notice of the aova- 

1 / 

aont's continued existence. 

During this period. Chinese-trained agents wars reported to be enter¬ 
ing northerns! Thailand in order to distribute propegende materials to smell 
Thai villages on the Laos-Thai border. They were also said to be snuggling 
arms and amaunltlon Into the country. In September 196*, two boxes of 


pistols, rifles, end hand grenades brought Into Thailand from Laos were 


Intercepted by border pollc 


Similar reports of Illegal traffic In 


arms and 


aitions continued to be made during the period. The dis¬ 


covery of ns* 60 men, armed with riflae and two machine guns, living in 
the hills of Make* District lent credence to suspicions that the weapons 
were destined for armed subversive groups. Nekas District in Makhon Fhancm 
was the area where Thai border police were to make their first 








2/ 

encounter with a rased insurgents in j u i y 1965. ~ 
l - ‘sLS*? Installstloos Threatened 

In litt August 1964, Detachment 2, 35th Taccical Group at Odoru 
Airfield, the Royal Thai Air Pore* (1TAP) Installation near Odom Thant, 
Thailand, Initiated a sabotage alart, after being Informed by local autho¬ 
rities of a possible sabotage attaapt on base facilities. Maximum securi¬ 
ty precautions were taken between sundown and sunup on the 25th and 26th 
of August. Although extra movement was observed along the base perimeter 
end in the T-28 parking ares, no attempted sabotage was noted. Officials 
believed security procedures and reaction times were being tested. ^ 

T»o months later, on 31 October, Thai CID representatives warned 
0.8. officials that the first three days In November would be a period of 
"special wphaala" for Communist agents with Instructions to carry out 
sabotage against D.S. Installations and property. The creation of street 
Incidents and the theft of personal property was to be part of the program 
to harass U.S. personnel. On 1 November, Colonel Jack H. McCreary, Deputy 
■'f'viender, 2AD, Thailand, directed all aubordlnate commanders to "taka 
extra-ordinary precautions" during the first few days of November. ^ 
JBfffUttlon Security Li mitations : 

The mutual defense assistance agreement on 17 October 1950, between 
the 0.8. and Thailand, did not authorise O.g. military personnel to bear 
arms except in certain limited categories. However, the Deputy Coemander, 
2AD **' authority to arm personnel required to cover eacurity 

MP*. but only for periods of special alerts. The prospect of imminent 
Miot *** attempts against U.S. military installations In northeast Thailand 
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focused attention on the inadsquaei.es of existInf base security progress 
Security deficiencies experienced et Don Muang Air Base and reported to 
the Chief of the Joint U.S. Military Assistance Croup In Bangkok in Hovem— 
her 1964 were similar to those facing consMnders at other Installations 
throughout Thailand. Lack of proper fencing and lighting systems around 
flight line, cantament end ea s e storage areas, portable communications 
equipment for security forces and an Insufficient number of Air Police 
personnel were among the many security problems facing USAF r Iranian la 
Thailand. Colonel Jack B. McCreary, Deputy Cnsmtrdar, 2AD, Thailand (2DCT) 
from August 1964 - May 1969, fait that the lamellate threat posed by Com¬ 
munist insurgents was one of organised acts of sabotage and terrorism 
against USAF installations rather than an open Insurgency against the 
Royal Thai Government (RTG). In his end of tour report. Colonel McCreary 

If 

said: 

"••.1 believe that the only reason such acts have not 
been carried out already is the fact that tbs buildup 
of forces In Thailand and the escalation of the air war 
In North Vietnam were so rapid that these subversive 
elements were not ready to react...." 

Colonel McCreary also stated that he felt the time for such actions was 

fast approaching and could be accomplished successfully to basin with for 

the following reasons: 

1. All USAF units were tenant on loyal Thai Air Pores Installations 
which were, without exception, vulnerable to panstration. 

2. Airfield and site security In all cases was the responsibility 
of the RTAP which utilized insufficient mmbers or relatively inexperi¬ 
enced and poorly equipped RTAP personnel and soma unsmsrt civilian guards. 











I * • 


3. Ambassadorial policy prohibits th. arming of USAF ..curie, 
personnel. 

** Th# r * Pld lnfll “ ° f USAF *«o Thailand resulted I„ « t r^l y 

crowded and vulnerable conditions. 

5- The long, poorly patrolled Uoe-Thai border permitted practic.il, 

free movant of personnel to «d fro. Uo. and North Vietnam. Colonel 
McCreary concluded: 

^' Ct0r * * U •"•Pto. golden opportunity 
. ui l. r'*'!"' blow to O.S. Forces and N.tioLl 
reatlge in form of coordinated acta of sabotage If 

s aasfs: sir*- - ~V 


Although no Incidents of actual ..bote*, „ rf r . porCKi ln th . 
cloning month, of 1964. eeveral theft, occurred, including that of a .50 
caliber aircraft m«hln. gun along with b<*b rack, and rocket pylon, fro. 
the armament action at Odom Airfield. The Co-uni.t. th_.lv., hoover. 

r “°^ *"** * b ° Ut th * ir i««tiona toward Thailand in November when 

the newly-e.tabll.hrt Thailand Independence Hovrtnt publi.hrt a mwifeato 
proclaiming its four point program: J 

To drive the O.g. imperialist, aggressor, out of the territory of 
Thailand. 

2. To overthrow the dictatorial and traitorous Thane gov.rnm.nt and 
r^Oaco it with a govemmmt co^K>.rt of political partia. and patriotic 
and deocratlc nombara that follow a policy of neutrality and paaca. 

* 

137 


r 









I • 


! - 




jrTi 


D 


4RRFT 


T ° "™“ U *" "'•turtle, th . M 

UbtrtlM of the people. 

*• To etruggle for a policy of neutralltv j_ 

r,J - lc y> P«»ce, democracy, and for 

Ch * P ro »P«rity and happlne.a of the people. 

The cl.ode.tlne radio -Vole, of the People of Thalia,*" 
the formation of the Thailand md.pend.nc. Moveaent. 8 Decker 1964. 

Five day. later, the nav Chin, .taw. Agency carried the new organiaatW. 

““"'O' 23 J “ U * rT 1965 « “ och " clandeatin. organisation dim, 

itwlf -The Patriotic Front of Thailand’ wa. announced by "The Vole, of 


the PeopUof Thailand." The new eubv.reive group offers . .* ^ 
prograa: 


1. Abrogate aid and other agr.eaante with U.S. 

J * Expand civil llbertlea. 

3. Withdraw froai SEATO. 

Coop * r * t « *** "International Peace Force." 

3. Ellainate foreign enterprise. 

6 . Oppoee laperiallea. 

th« two -onth. later, a Nav chin. Radio broadcast carried the warn- 

^ th * Cl “ dMtta * «——« t in Thailand, that Africa* 

attacka on North Vi.tna. could bring the Vi.tnan war to Thailand. 


3 * SlOP-uo in Subversion 

Colonel McCreary felt that all indication, pointed to a etep-up 
* the Cc-unl.t ratable in Thailand. Be belief that the incre-d 
t-po of Co«u»i.t actlvitle. wa. the direct r.eult of increaeed Thai 
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involvement in the Vietnamese situation. In spite of joint denials by 

both U.S. and Thai government officials concerning the extent of Thai 

cooperation with the O.S. in the sir war in Vietnam end Laos, the enemy 

was apparently aware of the full extent of USAF operations froa lnstalls- 

9/ 

m tions in Thailand. Colonel McCreary said: 

' ...It is obvious to any trained observer that USAP 
forces located on Royal Thai Air Force Installations 
are actively participating in armed strikes against 
North Vietnam end Laos. The collection of such in¬ 
telligence information and its transmission to Hanoi 
and Peking is a simple matter Indeed. The RTAF bases 
end Installations involved are all very accessible and 
observable, being installations (located)on or near 
heavily traveled highways and population centers." 

Thailand’s Prime Minister Thanom Klttlkacborn in January charged that 
Communist China bad brought a million Baht worth of Thai currency la Bong 
Kong and was using it to finance a subversive group in Thailand. Foreign 
Minister Thanat Khonam repeated the Priam Minister's charge and added that 
"Theilaad is a target of Communist expansion in Southeast Asia." Later 
in the year. Australian Minister of External Affairs,Baaluck,stated that 
the withdrawal of the United States from Vietnam would only sarve to move 
the conflict elsewhere in Southeast Asia. Perhaps the most ominous pre¬ 
diction of all cams iron Stanislav Androsov, second secretary, Babaasy of 
tha USSR, Bangkok. He was reported to have said that the Vietnamese situa¬ 
tion cannot be settled by force end that aa soon aa a solution la achieved 

in Vietnam,the emphasis will shift to Thailand, which ha called "Tha Cats 
. 10/ 
to tha Par East.” 




139 





H 

»• 

H 


*. Subversive Activity Iucr«aa«| in 1965 

In the first half of 1M5, Communist activity continued to lncraaaa 
ateadi y. A provincial policeman and two village chiafa were murdered In 
Nakhon Phanom, and the frequency of reporta of Conmunlat activity stewing 
from that wild, mountainous and sparsely settled province Indicated that 
the subvaralvas were beginning to concentrate their efforts In that area. 
This aseiMptlon would be borne out by the cloae of 1965 as subversive pres¬ 
sure Increased to an alarming degree in that area. Soma reports also 

iy 

indicated that USAF units in cha area would ba prim* targets. 

Tha ait base at Nakhon Phanom was the first military Installation 
In northeast Thailand to experience actual sabotage attempts. On three 
different occasions, during February, 200 feat of runway lighting cable 
was cut out of the runway lighting system at the RTAF base, which la 
situated Just acroaa the river from one of meny trouble spota In Laos. 
Oftice of Special Investigation (0S1) officials stated that the theft 
of tha cable could have been the result of an attempt at petty larceny. 
However, tha officials pointed out that the Incidents took place on 
three separate occasions, and In each case. Just before the runway lights 
were to ba used. The possibility of deliberate sabotage could not be 
overlooked. During Nay, telephone wires from the STRATCOM Switchboard 
near Udora were severed three times. One wire was taken from the line, 
and then only 100 feet. Later the same month, a air-foot length of one- 
half-lnch antenna transmitter cable was removed from the baas of an 
antenna tower just outside the STRATCOM compound. OSI officials felt 
that these Incidents were harassment tactics, since the theft of the 
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telephone wire and the si* feet of cable would not be worth the rlek of 

12 

being ca ight. 
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5 HSJ&SJagjSSS Refugee Pr jb.ea 

The R1 nsidered the 35,000 to 40,000 Vletnaaeae refugees living 

n e rcheaater Thailand tc be the nose explosive potential in the Comm- 

nlst subversive movement. Colonel McCreary shared this view. He eati- 

•eted that some 90 perceot of the displaced Vietnamese were loyal to North 

Vietnam .aryin* degrees, and made ninthly monetary contributions to the 

Hanoi regime. Colonel McCreary .aid, "...it la thie relatively large 

concentration Coaaunlet c.-nti lied -r influenced people that le the 

11 / 

reel tauee for concern in Thailand..." 

The Vietnamese problem had existed in Thailand since 1945-1946, 

when some 70,000 refugees fled their home land during the Indo-Chlna war. 

ibey entrenched themselves in Thailand's relatively poor northeastern 

provinces end, although they were not allowed to own land, soon dominated 

tailoring, photography, watch and bicycle repair, carpentry and tha 

food marketing industry. The RTC had begun a program of repatriation in 

1959 in an effort to eliminate cbia source of friction, but the progr« 

collapsed in August 1964 following the Culf of Tonkin incident. There 

were an eat lasted 30,000-40,000 unwanted refugeea remaining in the country. 

Although the vast majority of these people seemed to be politically 

apathetic, these was little doubt that they were subjected to various 

14/ 
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Ih«r. were nearly 6.000 Vi.toan.se refuse. lt vlng la Morn Pro¬ 
vince alone. Of the.., .one 5.600 were e.tinted to be loyal or oynpatbe- 
tic to the Democratic Republic cf Vietnan (North Vi.tna.). Pnlll„ loy4l 
to the DRV nr. orgsnlr.d into group, of ten fanili... Each group had an 
appointed leader who va. re.ponaibl. to a leader at the next higher level. 
All groups in Udora Province were organised under the leadership of Phan 
Van Tuoog and hi. deputy. Viao Wan Cuong. The., people were thought to 
have contributed hundreds of thousands of baht (91-20.6) baht) each year 
to the Coen unist cause Thev were reported to have donated note than 

300.000 baht <916,623)^0 the Cc*uni.t. in a single. .p.cl.1 collection 
held early in 1965. 


Although a apaclal devotion to Bo Chi Mlnh and loyalty to tho 
3~ocratlc Republic in Vietnan continued to son extent, OS I offlclala 
believed thet the nsjorlty of tho refugooe were loelng Interest In re¬ 
patriation, since letter, fro* friends and relatives still In the DRV 
painted a dlsaal picture of the situation thara. Early in 1965, sug- 
geetlona had baan nada within the Thai government to rolocete the Vlet- 
nas*o. refugees away ft on the eanaitlva border erase In northeast Thailand, 
bwt by ald-1965 no concrote action had baan takan. In May, Thai Police 
LtCol Sathapbom Purneeenrlt, Secretary to the Govsroswnf. Rafugea t*lo- 
catlon CoeMlttee, said that cownittee eastings wars held sporadically and 
that they were usually held only when the sltustlon In Laos deteriorated. 

At the end of June, tho cow.lttee .till had not davlsod positive plana to 

1 ©/ 

laplament tba suggestion. 
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n t. the Viecnan... proble,. otb#r nlnorlty gro|ip- ^ 

land were * * ■« * -* or.ee a ur the sic. particularly the under- 

PrlV1 ‘ th ‘ **“* -* «*■*«- n.rtneaatern province. 

Ithelcell, and iiags.sticaily the.. p. opie „ r , Uo . ^ ^ 

Poverty a nd d the.r . lnd and eeny f.U they hed been iU . 

treated or Recced by the centre! governs. Much of the eubvereiv. 

propaganda aa. oiractea «t tnis H „ ap r „. J 

a a P me oaai^ cheaee were as follows: 

1- tn« t lhailand is La . u:t Thailand. 

2. rh. sntra: gcv.rnnsnt «egi. t. and oppr.e... the paopl. of th . 
northeast 

3- The ..era! go erna*nt is dictatorial and corrupt. 

*• Thai ieao.r. .re lack.,. « U.S. inp.rl.li... 

Whll. cne subveraicn m northae.t Thailand etendlly Incr.^ 

N>th Heleyaian and pro-ledcn.etan ager,. were reported to he agitating 

£h# i>r ' d0 * in “ l « the five southern province, in 

Thailand behind ell.**. f ront e. Thai official, -ere al.o k^in, . 

cutiou. ey. on subversive develops. „ neighboring Bun* and Melay.i.. 

MOtU * 1 b ° rd * r suovsrai .. brought Thai and Malaysian offi¬ 

ce together in March in Kuala Lunpur to sign . oe„ ^ r ._ nt on cro# ._ 

hotder operations wnich would pernit either Thailand or Malays .^ lty 
force, to pursue Co-uni.t t.rrori.t. ecroe. the «—o border, to aeti- 
-teo 3U> guerrillas -c the M^ey.lan Coexist Petty were reported to be 
•ctiv. m the jungla .long the Thai-M.lay.lan border. ^ 

The Rir, established -obil. d.v.lop-ene unit, de.ign.ted to inprov. 
•cono^c conditions. Regional d.v.lop^nt project. war. undertaken „ d 
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special training ,-iigtam* *r po ice end civilian officials ware held In 
an at c t tc. .ountei Caas.nm propaganda and aubverslva activity. Colonel 
McCtecrv considered Tnai eft ts as 'sons vety positive actions'* to counter 

li 

Communist tactics. He said: 

"...gl.en tin*, Roya- Thailand Government efforts to control 
t it le Uuttvt sivej should become more effective." 

Ir ur , subversive activities were continued, but at a seemingly 

more subdued Somer us p its concerning alleged attempts by foreign 


intor *i.on nectly from U.S. military personnel, or 


lnteliigen 


t lie IMom Ai 1st t 


r .non c.f l.'SAF activities, were on file at 
. , f ice, but, other than periodic aurdera. 


no major sab. age r subversive incidents had occurred. Gun-running, 
however, became a big business in the first half of the year. Thai secu¬ 
rity offlual stiaated that from 1,500 to 3,000 weapons, along with 
'*.000 to 93, 00 rounds of ammunitions, were smuggled into Thailand from 
Laos between January and June. Some Thai officials gave an estimate of 
from 150 to 3 weapons. Only 57 weapons were actually confiscated. 

An estimated 95 pe .ant f the weapons entering the country were Aneri- 

12 / 

can made and probably obtained it cm various army factions in Laos. 

During the first halt of 1965 also, four or five groups of Chinese 
Communlst-tralncu Thai nationals veta reported to have infiltrated into 
Thailand item Western Laos. They sets sent to Thailand in groups of four 
or five unarmed, and with no particular miss tone other than to establish 
themselves to certain areas. An estimated 400 Thais end Thai-born Chinese 
were trained by the Chinese Communists in Southern Unnan Province for 
infiltration into Thailand. 0S1 officials felt that thesa subversive— 




trained e'enenr*. 


fact That it 


vo 1 * sae t 
areel offens: 


vinca area *a 


t oe usea e encua -r. 


c estab 


* er j. , 


rrllla activities, 

21 / 

s in the country. 

••as an established 


n ’ va* ai*o evident, and the end of the year 

avit.h .tom de ensive, unarmed, activity to an 
ampaign in northeast Thailand. Tha Hakhon Phanoai Pro- 
take the btu.u ai the subversive attack. The vulner¬ 


ability « t . Itary tsinne. . equipment was unchanged. Rovevar, 


Colonel HcC 

22 ' 


ap it with a note of optimise. 


"Tl* " t ii ate, l be leve, is an our side. (Planned) 

Alrfie struct sril provide adequate operating 

facllit es and dispersal oi aircraft, (and) Increased 
security measures, a.rive end passive. Mill sake our 
positi more tenable.. ." 

Cesmunist tlvlty In Thailand was covert and held to a nloisue froei 
August to October 1965. However, the insurgency suddenly beceae overt 
and even sore eselve tn the met two months of the year than at any 
other tine. Conn wist Insurgent* in the miry were ordered to take up 
erne for the first sue. These guerrilla bauds began to openly challenge 
police control northeast promotes, especially in the Sakae Diettict 

tn Kakhon Phanor r me. Mcrt and cj's murders were reported coanltted 
by Red agents end clashes betvee border policenen and bands of si nail 
Ccneunista were reported weekly 

The propaganda thane espoused earlier in the year by clandestine 
redlo broadcasts beamed at Thailand had emphasised opposition to the Royal 
Thai Goveran#nt and the need to protect "the right of the people." By 
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November, tne American military, especially the USAF, In Thailand cm 
under the Communist's verbal guns. The number-one ploy In the lneurgent 
propegande program became "drive the U.S. imperia 1 st aggressors out of 

23 / 

Thailand." 

In Noveaoer, Thailand's armed rorces were pieced on alert because 
of the open conilict between border police end armed Insurgents, sad the 
situation continued to worsen during the lest two aonthe of 1965. The 
year 1966 would find Thai army personnel moving into the northeast pro¬ 
vinces, as a precautionary natter and strong action would be carried out 
against suspected Communist agents. The USA* buildup would continue In 
Thailand and iur Force officials would be deeply concerned with growing 
guerrilla actl lty, but. as in 1965, counter-insurgency sctiwltlee would 
retain the province of th* fcoytl Thai Covarntant. 

-5- VTg DEFENSF OF THAILAND 

In 1964 and the first of 1965, the use of USAF assete for sir defense 
of Thailand, . vOl as South Vietnam (RVN1. was the responsibility of the 
Cosd endar of the Mainland Southeast Asia Air Defense Sector (Commander 2AD) 
at Ten Son Nhut. Although authority to declare aircraft outside of friend¬ 
ly territory hostile had to he retained by the air defense sector Commander, 
authority to engage CoMunlst bloc aircraft overflying Thailand, or to 
sngage aircraft designated as hostile, could be delegated. Vith the esta¬ 
blishment of a new cosmand element at Udorn Airflald in August 196*. this 
authority w«s delegated to the deputy commander, UB, Thailand (2DCT). 
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U.uJ«r th. then prevailing "rule. of engagement," the deputy 
coanander in Thailand waa authorized to use available reaourcee to engage 
and daetroy hoetile aircraft overflying the country. Rot pur.uit of the 
•ne«y into Rorth Vi.tna. 0»V), Lao., Caabodi. and over international 
-atari -a. al. 0 authorized. ^Cro.aing into Co*uni.t Chine., territory, 
ho *«ver, waa not permitted. 


A jointly manned OSAP/RTAF radar and cnammilcationa facility- 
control and reporting poet (C8P)- waa e.tabli.bed at Udom in the laat 
half of 1964 to provlda radar aurv.illanca over central Uo. and north- 
eaat Thailand. CM', were alao poaitlonad at Ubon and NaMion Phanon for 
the aaae purpoae. Under the direction of 2DCT, the Cgp'a var. re.ponaibla 
for detecting and identifying hoetile aircraft and were prepared to con¬ 
trol air defenae action., including .wamble, direction during intwc.pt 
and return of Thai baaed air defenae fighter.. ~ 


Owing the laat half of 1964, there -era only four tactical 
fighter aircraft aeelgned to the air defenae of Thailand. Thee, were 
four F-102'a deployed from Clark Air Baaa in the Philippine, to Don 
Hwng Air la*, near Bangkok. Th. deploys of air defenaa aircraft lud 
been a contlnuoua 0.8. coaeiitaent a Inca 1961. ^ 

In Auguat 196A, Aebaaaador Leonard Unger, then dawrlcan Anbaaaador 
to Leoa, aaked 2DCT to provide an air dafenae capability at Odorn. 
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Ambassador Unger fait that the Don Huang baaed F-102’s would not be able 
to provide air defense for Vientiane should it become necessary. Iba 
request was denied that sane aonth because USAf officials believed that 
F-105'a at Korat and the F-100'a at Takhll provided an adequate day- 

fighter air defense capability, and the F-102‘a could be quickly deployed 

28/ 

to Udorn, if required. 

The air defense posture in Thailand remained unchanged during the 
last half of 196*. Early in 1965, the Royal Australian Air Force stationed 
eight KF-6 Sabres at llbon Air Base under the operational control of 2DCT. 

Their location near the Laotian Panhandle greatly enhanced the air defense 

29/ 

capability in Thailand. 

A. Request for F-AC 

Colonel Jack H. HcCreery, 2DCT commander from July 196* to Nay 

1965, considered IJbon in ths northeast sector as the beat location for 

launching interceptors against hostlls aircraft. In Nay 1965, he reported 

to 2AD that Udorn and Nathan Phanon airfields were extremely vulnerable 

to enemy air attack due to the lack ot an air defense alert In that area. 

Ha requested four F-4C's for eir defense etrlp alert et Udorn. Although 

tba request was under continuous consideration. It would be February 1966 

before F~*C's arrived at the northeastern bans. However, tbooe destined 

12/ 

for Udorn would not be used in s strictly sir dsfsnss rols. 

In ssrly July 1965, ths Hainland Southeast Asia Air Defense 
Region, one of four regions established la PACAF, was divided Into two 
eectors-Southaast Asia East (SEE) and Southeast Asia Hast (SEW). The 
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Southeast A*la Hast air defense aactor in Thailand vu a single aactor 
with a Control and Reporting Cantor (CRC) at Groan Rill and a "backup" 
Control and Reporting Point (CRP) facility at Udorn. Tba Soutbaaat Aala 
Eaat air dafenae aactor waa aub-divldad into Tan Son Nhut and Da Hang 

li/ 

aub-aactora. 

Tha cloning nontha of 1965 found tba air dafenae posture in 
Thailand nuch tha eane aa it had bean at tha beginning of tha year. High 
performance jeta ware available in tha country in aufflcient nuabera to 
counter an attack on the country. Tba aituetion remained acetic and 
there waa no overt enemy air action in Laoe. 







USAF OPERATIONS FROM THAILAND 1964-1963 


Footnote* 

CHAPTER I 

u 

(Reference* aa noted provided in one copy to AFCHO and In DOPEC file copy.) 


1/ m* Hiet, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64. 

%J VNf Hint, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64 (S); Pub, ProJ CHICO SEA Report, Subj : 
Eecelatloo of the liar (U), (TS), Jul-Dec 64. % 

1/ m0f Hint, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64; Teble 1 compiled froe PACAF C aerlea 
apec1*1 order 1964 and 196S; Table 2 coaplled froe 2AD Hlat 
Jul-Dec 64 and Pube, SEA Trend, Hq PACAF, Jul and Dec 65. 

4/ W0P Hlat, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64. 

« 

if Ibid. 

a 

6/ MPMinutes, Coaeandera Conference, Hq PACAF, Raearka by Col Cherlea 
W. Lenfeat on Depl oy—n ta, Prograanlng, Organisation, and Men- 
power Statue, Nov 65. 

If m* Hlat,2AD, Jul-Dec 65; Pub, SEA Trend (S), Hq PACAF, Jul and Aug 65. 

|/ Sea footnote 7. 

9/ Ibid. 

10/ mm Mag 2CCR-64 263F, 2AD to PACAF, 5 Jan 64. 

iy m* Hag PFUIO-R 6516-64, PACAF to CSAF, 12 Jun 64, Doc 1; Hq PACAF 
SO C-61, 10 Jun 64, Doc 2 ; Mag AFOMOAC 92940, CSAF to PACAF, 

3 Jul 64, Doc 3 . 

12/ mm Mag 13CVC 11884, 13AF to CHJUSMAGTHA1. 17 Jul 64, Doc 4; Mag 
200C 800 64, 2AD to Dot 2, 35T*c 6p, 25 Jul 64, Doc i . 

xy mm Mag PFCVC 555, PACAF to 13AF, 18 Jul 64, Doc 6 . 

14/ gggt Mag 20DC 800 64, 2AD to Det 2, 35 Tec Gp, 25 Jul 64, Doc 5; 

Mag 20DC 836 64, 2AD to Det 2, 35 Tec Gp, 3 Aug 64, fes 7; 

Mag DO-929H, 35 Tac Gp 59 333 ABSq at el, 7 Aug 64, Doc »; 

2AD Regulation 23-9, 18 Sep 64, Doc 9 . 

mm Mag PFLDC 1127-64, PACAF to 2AD, 19 Jul 64, Doc 10 . 
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!§/ Ibid. 

17 / Jfr Ltr PFLMO, SubJ: Manpower Itaquirnniti, Udorn. Thailand (U), 
PACAF Co Hq USAF, 25 Aug 64, Doc 11 . 

18 / Hq PACAF SO C-114, 18 Sap 64: Hq 2AD SO P-6, 2 Aug 65, Dot 12 . 
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12/ 

Bq PACAF SO G-90, 6 Jul 65. 

a 

*4 

20 / 

Mag 2AD to PACAF, dtg 070430, nd but baliavad praparad in 

Pg£-li- 

« 

M 

21/ 

Ibid. 


«/ 

Ibid. 

a 

M 

22/ 401 

Mag DCE 74257, CINCPACAF to CSAF, 10 Nov 65, Poc 14. 


26/ 

Hag SiiAA. C1NCPACAF to C1NCPAC. 23 Nov 65. Doc 15. 




22/ 

IMds Alma. DAP SO AA-1690. 15 Nov 65. Doc 16. 
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USAf •PBWTHWS FROM tauUK£l'*f %4- 1965 


Footnote a 

CHAPTER II 1 

“ tt0t * d Pr0VW ‘ d 10 - «. APCHO «d ta ooP^ m . ^ 

* S-rr * tl ' r * h ~ i ’ Sub J : Thr^t, CINCPAC, 15 May 65, Dqc 17 
Ibid. 

!bld. Vf 

Ibid. 

Ibid. 

Ibid. * 

m <D, - 2d mcaf 

SEA, 2d Ed)* lUmMv. i» J'fr*.** clt * d «» HltCU^lr Om 

'»». cngii.^X ”»” IUIM — <Tmm. 

b Pub, Sub): Effacta Air Ops SEACD), 2d Ed. '* 

► «*. »IU Cta. 0220.. OSMU V,«,.U» 

Ibid. 

> *■“ Cl,. 02.M. OSMU „ C ^ 1 , u 

■ «« 02201. V,„ tl _ to C!*2. U J .5. 

■ ««A 02720. 0S , IM „ -tU „ „ CM , ^ 

■ S'l™" *“* '*“«»— •. CUT. . *, y, 

»«««-. »uf. 

«... «m cs mtMA nmimt u cu> M M 4 * 

“■ •' “ r ”»• s “ «>• «■» tk- u «, run 
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Pub, SubJ: Effect* of Air Op* SEA (V) . I3eh Ed. 

Herr.tlve D, CINCPAC, 15 May 65, Doc 18 . 

^^isra^sa; sv& c s 

5SS7JS, , 8! , ^S““ 

C * Sul, J : Pa,t Accoapllafamenta - General (U) CIHCPAC 

i?r!Slf 65, a®S t 4% N « rr * tlw « »-M, CIMCPAC, 15 Hay 65 ! Doc 27-' 

Narrative fl-2, CIMCPAC, 15 May 65. Doc 29 . 

15 "■» “• sasjs= »*■»«. 

r * 1 ' 15 «• *mib ». <««. 

■# 

ilav ^ 1 A.f*! iC x I ? t * 111|: * nCe P1 * nnln « Guide, Southeagfr Aala 00 
13AP D«p Chltf of Se«ff, Int«l, t« smendmd 15 Julf fiO-*, 

*«•«• Air Op. SEA (0). 14th Ed, iJ^Hj * 8obJ * 

Eub. SubJ: Weekly intelligence Dlgeet Ho. 37-64 (U). Paalflc 

53rs>"as , j2jr« irs.-- 11 **- 2ii3ft *• 

Pub, SubJ: Meekly Intelligence Dlgeet Ho. 42-64 (U). 

See footnote 25 above. 

4 

Pub, SubJ: Effect* Air Op* SEA (V), 12th Ed. 

See footnote 25 above. 4 

S ** £ootoot ' 25 above; Pub, SubJ: Effect. Air Op. SEA <U^ 14th Ed 
Pub, SubJ: Effect. Air Op. SEA (U). 12th Ed. 

lJtai.«5! ) . SUbJ: Vil Ct Mr °l» SEA W. 2d Ed; Project C&CO Pre- 
7 *2?. *.™ °P* t * t;Ioni in Lao., 10 Hey 65 thereinafter 
cited a* CHECO Preliminary Report T-28 Ope).(TS) 

CHECO Preliminary Report T-28 Op*. 
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Ibid. 

Ibid. 

.«• 

Mag. IWT OC , 1 3 A BROS to 2AD, 17 Sow 64, Doc 30: Meg, LEMDIS/ 
LEF ..HIEF-Af 20915, DEPCHJUSMAC THAI to CINCPAC, 1> Nov 64, 

Doe 31 : Hag NO PORN DOP 00189, USAFSAHC Eglin AP^to USAIRA Vien¬ 
tiane, ^ Nov 64, Doc 32 . 

Msg, AIRA Cite CX-6-3, USAIRA Vlantlana to CSAF, dtg 03/1857Z 
(believed dtd in Sep 64); Doc 33 . 

Record of Meeting, AIRA Bangkok, 16 Sep 64, Doc 34 (hereinafter 
cited aa Record of Meeting, 16 Sep 64). e 

Ibid 

Re. ord of Meeting, 16 Sep 64; Meao for Record, DSFCHJUSKAC, 

8 Oct 64, Doc 35 (hereinafter cited as Meao for Record, 8 Oct 64) 

Msg, LIMDIS/DEP CHIEF-AF 20753. DEPCHJUSMAC THAI to AIRA AMEMB 
Vientiane, dtg 24/0920Z (believed dtd in Sep 66t *Poc 36; Ltt, 

Hq JUSMAG THAI, 1 Oct 64, Doc 37; Meao for Record, 8 Oct 64, 

Doc 35. 


Meat of Understanding DEPCHJUSMAC, 4 Jen 65, Dope38 . 


W 

Meg, AIRA Cite CX-6-3, USAIRA Vientiane to CSAP. dtd 13/18571, 
Doc 33 : Meao for Record, 8 Oct 64, Doc 33 ; Mag OTP CHIEF-AF 
20878, DEPCHJUSMAC to CINCPAC, 30 Oct 64, Doc 39^ 

Ltr, 3 3ABS Maint Officer to Colonel McCreary. 333ABS Cadr, 
nd, but believed dtd In Nov 64, Doc 40 . 

Mag, ADM 25022, Det 6 to 2AD, 4 Nov 64, Doc 41 . 

a 0 

See footnotes 42 and 43; alao, Meg, DEP CHIEF-AF 20897, AIRA 
AMEMB Vientiane to Det 6, 12 Nov 64, Doc 42 . ’■* 

Mag, DEP CHIEF-AF 20897, Doc 42; Msg 2001 00572, 2AD to Dep 
Cadr 2AD Udorn, Thailand, 24 Nov 64, Doc 43; Hsf (DEP CHIEF- 
AF 21044, DEP CHJUSMAC THAI to AMEMB Vientiane, 22 Dec 64, 

Doc 44; Msg, 2DCT 00049, Dep Cadr 2AD thai to 2AD, 27 Nov 64, 
Doc 45. 


Meg, 2001 00572, 2AD to Dep Cadr 2AD Thai, 24 Nov 64, Doc 43 . 











11 / 




©0WPT5SIWWL 


•4 


12/ 
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51/ 

11 / 


11 / 

11/ 

li/ 

59/ 

!£/ 

11 / 


62/ 

12/ 

H/ 


CHtCO Preliminary Report T-28 Op* (TS); Meg, (S) DEP CHI17- 
AF 20057, Dep Ch JUSMAC Thai to IICPAC, 25 Jan 65; Mag (S) 

No. 157, AMB Bangkok to AMB Vientiane, 26 Jan 65; Mage (S) 

SubJ: Weekly Activity Reports, period Dec 64 - Dec 65 inel (U). 

Mag, A1RA Cite 02202, ISAIRA Vientiane co CSAF, 12 Mar 65, 

Doc 46 . ' * 

Meg, CWCPACAF DOP 50036, Martin to Maddux and Moore, 27 
Jan 65; Mag (TS) 2AD 0536, personal for Col Tyrell (USAIRA) 

Iron Gen Moore 25 Jan 65. 

Msg (TS) DO 3001, CINCPACAF co CINCPAC, 2 Mar 65; Mag (S) 

Cite ARMA CX 39, liSARMA to RUEPDA, 21 Jan 65, Doc 47 . 

Mag IS) Cite ARMA CX-350, OSARMA Vientiane to DIA, 23 Jul 65, 

Doc 48 ; Pub (S). Subj: F.tteci* of Air Op* SKA (0), 6th Ed, 
pVcAF DI, 22 Jul 65; Situation Report (C) F0V 8544, 27 Jul 65, 

Sa£_li* 

Situation Raport (C) FOV 8344, 27 Jul 65, Doc 49 ; Situation 
Report (C) FOV 8549, 28 Jul 65. Doc 50 . 

Mag. (S) AIRA 02918, USAIRA Vientiane to CSAF, 31 Jul 65, 

Doc 51 : Msg (S) AIRA 02976, DSAIRA Vientiane to CSAF, 12 Aug 65, 
Doc 32 . 

Pub, Subj: Effacte of Air Ope SEA (U), 13th Ed# 16 Oct 65, 
end 17th Ed, 23 Dec 65. 

Pub, Subj: Effect* of Air Ops SEA, 9th Ed, 2 Sep 65. 

Mag, A 03274, USAIR. Vientiane to 2AD, 13 Sep 65, Doc 53 . 

Hag, DC I-1 20672, DEPCHJUSMAG Thai to CINCUSARFAC, 17 Sep 65, 
Doc 54 ; Pub (S), Subj: Effects of Air Op# SEA 14th Id, 

11 Nov 63; Meg (S) Cite ARMA, CX-474 US ARMA Vientiane to DIA, 

13 Nov 63, Doc 53 . 

• 

Msg, Cite ARMA CX-355, USARMA to DIA, 30 Jul 65, Poc 56 . 

Mag. Cite ARMA CX-360. USARMA to DIA, 1 Aug 65, Doc 57; Pub (S) 
Subj: Effects of Air Ope SEA (D), 7th Ed. 5 Aug 65. 

Pub, Subj: Effacte of Air Ope SEA (U), 12th Ed,14 Oct 65, and 
13th Ed.. 28 Oct 65. 
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r (v a \i “■ 22 Jul «* 

M.« CS) Cite AIWA CX-360, USAMA to DTa! 1 

H. g Cite ARMA CX-360, USARMA to DIA. 1 Au* 65, L 57 . 

siSif- jS.^' i'!H“ s “' 

Ki S‘ J i. srs: g? “■?• - «• 

Pub. Subj: Effect, of Air Op. SEA (U), i 5t b Ed. 25 Hoy 65. 

Pub Subj: Eftect. of Air Op, SEA (B) , 10th Bd^6 S^, 65. 

Pu-., Subj • Effect, of Air Op. SEA «J) , 7eh Ed, 5 Am, 65. 

Pub. Subj: Effect, of Air Op, SEA fU), 9th Ed, 2 Sop 65. 

Si jfs “• *« «■ 

S‘cSc"SSi“j" 2?’ m,Kzn ” «< *■» «™ *!«<«. 

CIKCMC. 020335^Jun* 65; Mag aTIUi to 

“• j j “» «• - r*. 

2TSS„“ 

5*2: »*s?«ris rtissj ss,*,*** «», 

Air Op. SEA (V), 7th thru iTh * * , “ t ' ° 


ffoeto of 


Pub, Subj.- rroj.ct CHECO SouthoMt Aolo Report - e-.i. tf nil 
of the War, Jui^Otc 64 (U), r -f 


i 



i mi inn 

'isislslilsiiislilliil 



ii/ 

Ibid. 


— • 

P ’ jb > Subjs Effects of Air Ops SEA i j-j SD t 

PACAF, 24 Hay 65 

is 

l 

‘lag. CINCPAC * JCS, dtg 21/19592 J*n 63. 

* 

86 / 

Ibid. 


87, 

Ibid 


88 / ^ 

Mag, CINCPAC to JCS, dtg 07,0930Z Dec 64 . 


89/ mm 

Pub, Subj: Effects or Air Opa SEA (U), 2d Ed, 

PACAF, 24 May 65. 

90/ 

TH 

«• 

11 / <9 

tte b '64 U <u : Pr ° J CHECC * SEA R * Pt ‘ of 

t* Har, Jul- 

92/ 

Ibid 

-4k 

Hz mm 

Pub. Subi: Efface, of Air Op. SEA (U>, 2d Ed, PACAF, 24 May 65. 


Maji, 2CCR-65—TS-0374, 2 aD t CINCPACFLT/1JAP Jam -#$. 

Ibid. 

Ibid. ^ 

Ibit 

M.* L1MDIS 00561*, JCS to C1KCPAC. Sect 1 or 2, Ju 65. 

J-31 2613, COm SMWV to AMCTB Vientiane, An 65. 

M S g A BA 02185, USA IRA to 2AD, Mar 65. 

M» 6 . i:®I DPtlSC 51029, CINCPACAF to 5AF, Mar 65.• 

Mag, LIHOIS dtg 101930Z, CINCPAC to COMUSMACV, Mar 65. 

Pttb, Subjj Effacta of Air Ops SEA CD), 2d Ed, PACAF, 2* May 65. 
Ma*. dtg 23/2212Z, JCS to CINCPAC, Mar 65. 

Mag. MAC J-31. dtg 3015432, COMUSMACV to CINCPAC, Mar 65. 

Mag, dtg 31/22222, CIKCPAC to COMUSMACV/CINCPACFLT, Mar 65. 






f 


\ 
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I2Z./ Nfl Pub, Subj: Effects of Air Ops SEA (U), PACAF, Eds X thru 16 
incl, Jun thru Dec 65. 

«* 

10R/ «r Msg, MAC J-312 19910, COML'SMACV to 2AD, Jua 65. 

* 

1.9.9 < Pub, Subj: Proj CHECO SEA Rapt-Eaealatlon of the War, Jul to 

Dec 64. ^ 

U0' CP Msg, 2CCR-65-TS-0536 , 2AD to USAIRA, Jen 65. 

Mi/ <CCC Msg. dtg 06/09182, AMEMB Bangkok to 2AD/C0MU8MACV, Apr 65; 
Log (S), Sortie Recap, Udora A50C, Apr-Oee’Kfe. 

11 U Pub, Subj: Effects of Air Ops SEA (0), PACA 9, Eds 2 thru 16, 

Jun thru Dec 65. 

113/ See foot note 112 above. 


115/ flfl. Mag, LIMDIS O0P50036, C1NCPACAP to 13AF/2AlC J«n 65. 

116/ Ofe Mag. LIMDIS dtg 040005Z, CINCPAC to JCS, Pa^ 65. 

11/ / Mag, D065060, C INC PACAF to CINCPAC, Feb 65. 

118/ mb Mag, LIMDIS 005385, JCS to CINCPAC, Feb 65,. 

Hi/ flPP Msg, LIMDIS 2DCT-TS-14505, 2AD Thai to 2AD, fab 65. 

120 aa Msg, 2DOT-OS-65-TS-0895, 2AD to C0HUSMACV, Feb 65. 

121/ flflfe Msg, LUG)IS DO30001, CINCPACAP to CINCPAC, Mar 65. 

122/ flflfe Mag, LllffilS Cite 20069A, USAIRA Bangkok to Z^D, at al, Apr 65. 

123 / ^g» Msg, DOSP-L-65-TS-6799 , 2AD to Dap Cndr 2AD Thai, Apr 65.' 

124/ Mag, 20CT 14531, 2AD Thai to 2AD, May 65; Pub. Subj: Analysis 

of SEA Air Ops (U), PACAF, Vol III, Jul 65. 

_ * 

125/ <■*> Pub, Subj: Analysis of SEA Air Ops (D), PACAF, Vols IV and V, 
Aug 65. 

126/ Pub, Subj: Analysis of SEA Air Ops (0), PACAF, Vols VI thru 

XIV, Sap thru Dec 65. 

_ 

127 / ^mm Pub, History - CQHUSKACV, 1965; Mag, LIMDIS 30478, CCHUSM4CV to 
2AD Thai at al,nd but believed prepared Oct #, dtg 30/11122. 
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1 2*/ Pub, Hlatcry-COKUSMACV, 1965. 

i22/ •fc **8. C719, 2AD to Dep Cndr 2AD Thai, 16 Dec 6£. 

130, mm Pub. Subj: Proj CHECO SEA Kept - Escalation of tha War 

Jul-Dac 64 (V). ’ 


131 Ibid. 

m m 

m/ • 


134 / 

135 / 

136/ 

111 / 

128 

i*»/ 

iii/ 

142 / 

142/ 

144 , 

1 * 1 / 

146 

147/ 


h Mag. dtg 27/2223Z, CINCPACFLI to CINCPAC, Jan 65. 

01?M 65 n^TB^ I ^ PAC t r l ° 13AF/2AD » J " *5; Ma», AIWA Clta CX- 
01163, USAIRA Vientiane to JCS, Pab 65. 

See Footnote 133 above. 

Hag, Cite AFXOP 79123, CSAF to CINCPACAF, Jan 65. 

Mag, dtg 26/0412Z, PACAF to 13AF/2AD, Jan 65«* 

Mag, SPECAT/Air Force Eyes Only, DOP50027, CXKPACAF to 13AF/ 
2AD, Jan 65. 

Ibid. m 

Mag, L1MDIS Telecon 362, AMEMB Vientiane to JCS, Feb 65. 

HjJie? 1 ^ 5-18 " 9016 * 2A ° t0 * 5TF *' ”*7 *5; MagT AIRA 02576. 
USAIRA Vientiane to CINCPAC, et al. May 65. * 

, Mag, AIRA 03164, USAIRA Vientiane to CIMCFACwMua 65- Mae 
AIRA 03150, USAIRA Vientiane to CINCPAC, Aug 65. ' * 

Mag, AIRA 03404, USAIRA Vientiane to CSAF, et al, Oct 65* 

Mag SJ ZDCT12451, Dap Cndr 2AD Thai to 2AD, Qpt 65. 

*•£; “OCOP-L-65-rS 20575, 2AD to COKUSMACV, Ch* 65; Msg, 

AIRA 03595, AIRA Vlentlana to CINCPAC, Nov 65^ 

M*R. (S). D0C0F-65-S-O4960, 2AD to 355TFW et a*. Nov 65; 

Mag (TS) DOCOP-L-65-TS-25277, 2AD to 3S5TFW at al, Nov 65. 

Pub, Subj: Analysis SEA Air Ops (U), PACAF, Vnh IV thru XIV 
Aug thru Dec 65. ' 

Pub, Subj: Analysis of SEA Air Ops <U>, Bq U{^ Vol I, 6 Apr 65 

Mag, L1MDIS MAC J-311 6262, COMUSMACV to CINCPAC, Jan 65, Mat 
(TS) Cite 004489, OSD/DEF to AMEMB Vientiane, Feb 65. 


u 
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U8/ tmm Mag, deg 022124, CINCPAC to COHirSMACV, Jan 65; Hag, 050207, 
CINCPAC to JCS, Feb 65. 

149/ •• Pub. Sub}: Analysis SEA Air Ops (UJ , rtq USAF,.Vol I, 

6 Apr 65. 

Ilfi' •* Pub. Sub}: Analysis of SEA Air Opa OJ), PACAF, Vol III, Jul 65. 

131/ Ofc Hag, dtg 05/0207Z, CINCPAC to JCS, Feb 65; Pub (S), Subj: 

Ettw ts f Air Opa SEA <U), PACAF, 2d Ed, 24 Nay 65. 

1^2/ Pub, Subj: Effects of Air Opa SEA (U), PACAF, 2d Ed, 24 Hey 65. 

112/ Nag, Telecon 189. PACAF to 13AF, Hay 65. * 

154/ ^ Pub, Subj: Effects of Air Opa SEA (U), PACAF, 11th Ed, Sep 65. 

155/ llli. 

9 

136/ Mag, dtg 24/04402, AMEMB Vientiane to Dep Cadr 2AD Thai, 

Aug 65. 

137/ Ibid. 

138/ Pub, PACAF CoaRaoder'a Conference, Nov 65. • 

111/ Hag, DIO 25396, 2AD to 6250CSGp, at al, Nov 65. » 

160/ Pub, Subj: Proj CHECO SEA Sapt - Yankee Tees (U), May 64- 

Jun 65 (hereinafter cited as CHECO SEA Yankee Tea* Saport). 

161 Ibid. 

162/ Ibid 


163/ Meg, 20DC-64-TS-2225—64, 2AC to COMISMACV, 25 Sep 64. 

164/ Mag, VC 00082, CINCPACAF to 5AF, at al, 20 Jan 65, Poc 59 . 

165/ m> Mag. 2CAS/2307L, AIRA Bangkok to 13AF. 25 Jan 65* Doc 60 . 

26£/ Hag. Talecon Nbr 182, 13AF to 2AC, 27 Jan 65. * 

167/ Mag. 5FOOT-X 50223. 5AF to 13AF, 28 Jan 65. 

168/ Msg, DO 65047, CINCPACAF to CSAF, 25 Fab 65; Mag, AMEMB Vien¬ 

tiane to SECSTATE, at al, 0511292/Fab 65; Meg, AMEMB Bangkok 
to 13AF, 040922Z, Jun 65. 


160 
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169/ 


Msg, DPL 65 211, CINCPACAF to CSAF, 25 Fob 65; rflg, AMEKB 
Vientiane to SECSTATE, et al, 05U29Z/F«b 65; Mag, AKEMB 
Bangkok to 13AF, 040922Z, Jun 65. 

170/ 


CHECO SEA Tankca Tcan Report. ^ 

171/ 


Ibid. 

172/ 


Ibid. *• 

ill/ 


CHECO SEA Yankea Taaa Raport, Pub, Subj: AnalyafO of Air Ops, 
SEA (U), Vol I, 6 Apr 65, Tacclcal Dlv, Hq PACAF^ 

174/ 


Mag, CINCPAC to CINCPACAF, 190520Z. 

121/ 


Msg. CINCPAC to JCS, 03/2328Z, Fob 65. 

• 

126/ 


Ibid. 

122/ 


Ibid. 

178/ 


CHECO SEA Yankoo Tcan Raport. * 

121/ 


Mag, Subj: Yankoo Tea* (0). CINCPAC to CCMUSHACT*ot al, 

21 Aua 64. Doc 61. ^ 

180/ 

— 

CHECO SEA Yankee Tea* Roport; Mag (S) 20DC 00315, 2AD to 13AP 
26 Jan 65. Doc 62. 

181/ 


CHECO SEA Yankee Toan Raport. 

182, 


Ibid. 

183/ 


Pub, Subj: Analysis of Air Ops SEA (U), Vol I, 6 Apr 65, 
Tactical Dlv, Bq USAF. • 

184/ 


CHECO SEA Yankoo Toaa Raport. • 

185/ 


Pub, Subj; Analysis of Air Ops SEA (0), Vol 11, If Apr 65, 
Tactical Dlv, Hq USAF. * 

186/ 


Log, Dally Flying Training kacap, Apr and May 65 A TACC, 

Udoro Afld, Thailand. "** 

187/ 


Sorties for Apr - Jun period axtraced froa Log, Dally Plying 
Training Recap, Odom Afld, Thailand; Table 3 extracted froa 
Blot, 15 Tac Racon Sq, 1 Jul - 31 Doc 65. 

*88/ 


Hag. JCS 3477, 13AF to 6234TFW Eorot AB, 120830Z. 






QQUCinCMTI A I 


Mi/ 10* Pub, Cowind Statua, (S) 2AO, Dec 65; Mlnotfa, Co—andai ‘a 
Conference (TS), Nov 65, Hq PACAT; Mag (TSjLDOPK-tt) 22166, 
2AD to CINCPACAP, 25 Oct 65; Mag (28) CIS 70.2.1.3 to CIV 
70.2.1, 21 Nov 65; Mag (TS) 6234 DO WV 039<U, 6234T7V Korat 
to 2 AD, 25 Nov 65- w 

180/ 406 Mlnutaa C o—and era * Confaraaca, Nov 65, Bq AGAF; Ltr (TS) 

Subj: Udorn Photo Proceaeing/Exploitatioa Facilitlea, 2AD 
to 13AP, at al, 26 Nov 65. * 

181/ 00 Pub, Subj: Proj CHICO SEA Saport - Yankee flee Continuing 

Saport (0), May 64 - June 65. 

182/ 4Bl Traaacrlpt (Prallalaary Debriefing of Lt (An—, USAP), 

1 Sep 64. 

183 / Record, (Air Aaarlca SAR Effort). 10 Jon 64 T 

Mi/ H»«. 

<4 

Mi/ 00 Ltr. Subj: Report of Staff Vlalt (»), 20DC to 2CCS at al, 

22 Jua 64, Doc 63 . 

196/ Ibid. 

M?/ Ibid. 

188/ Ibid. 

M8/ Mag, SAI-64-TS-1011, 2AD to USAIRA Vientiane, Juaa 6A. 

200/ Ibid. 

201/ Ibid. 

202/ Ibid. 

203/ Ibid. 

204/ 0) Special Order C-81, Hq PACAP, 10 Jua 64; Hag, PPLDC 1127-64 

PACAF to 2AD, Jul 64, Doc 10 . 

205/ Pub (S) Hlatory, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64, Vol II; Pub (TS), Subj: 

Proj CHECO SEA Report - Yankee Te— Continuing Report, May 
64 - Jun 65 (U). 

206/ Pub, Hlatory, 2AD, Jul-Dec 64, Vol II. 

207) ^ Pub, Annex K to 2AD Opa Ord 37^65, 14 Aug 64. 










128/ Hat, 2O0C 1221, 2*D to Dit 1 35 TAC Cp, SapK4, Doc 64 . 

12i/ ^0 Pub, ASOC alas Ion Recap Lot, Har-Jua 65. 

112/ **•. HOFORN ASOC 10495. Dae 1 35 Tac Cp to USAIRA Vientiane, 

Pab 65; Mat, AIRA Clta 02166, USAIRA Vientiane to 2AD, Fab 65 
Mat, 2DCT 10925, Dap Cadr 2AD Thai to 2AD, Hhy 65, Doc 65 . 

Ill/ ^ Hat, 2CCR 00220, 2AD to COHUSHACV, May 65. 

112/ Ltr, Dap CJadr 2AD Thai to 2AD, not da tad bu% ballavad to ba 

Jun 65, Doc 66 . 

112/ Hat, Talacoo 562, 2AD to Dap Qadr 2AD Thal,‘*un 65, Doc 67 : 

Mat, 2DCT 11393, Dap CMr 2AD Thai to 2AD, Jul 65, Poe 69 . 

111/ w Hat, 2DCT-TACC 12724, Dap Cadr 2AD Thai to UtAIRA Vlantlana, 
Oct 65. 

112/ Hat, DOPt-S 03077, 2AD to Dap CMr 2AD Thai, Au| 65. 

<• 

112/ Ltr, SubJ: SAX Tank Porca Procaduraa (U), not dated but 

ballavad prepared In Nov 65, Doc 69 . 
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A* 

Pub, PACOM Weekly Intelligence Dlgeet Mo. 17-65, 23 Apr 65; 

Pub, PACOM Weekly Intelligence Dlgeet No. 35-65, 27 Aug 65. 

•4P- 

E.E.I. Report 56-713/03/7/711 (C), Subj: «Tn-gg11ng of “tapnet 
Into Thailand (U), 11 Dec 64; Pub (S) PACOM Weekly Intelligence 
Dlgeet No. 35-65, 27 Aug 65. 

Mag, 2DCT 020, Dec 2. 35 Tec Sp co 2AD, 25 Aug 64; Meg, 2DCT 
021, Det 2, 35 Tac Cp co 2AD, 26 Aug 64. rg 

Mag, 2DCT 00016, Dep Cadr 2AD Thai to 35 Tec Gp, 3**Oct 64; 

Meg, 2DCT 00018, Dep Cadr 2AD Thai to 35Tac Op, 1 Ngv 64. 

Msg. CHJUSMAGTHAI to 13AP, dtg 15/0*202. IS Oct 64; Meg, 
CHJU3MAGTHAI to 2DCT, dtg 01/1125Z, 1 Nov 64; Msg. SLX 00012, 

35 Tec Cp to CHJUSMAGTHAI, 12 Nov 64, Doc 70 . <* 

Ltr. (end of tour report). Col Jack H. McCreary, 27 Hey 65, 

Doc 71 . 

E.E.I. leporc 56-713/05/7/711, Subj; Penetration of Aawaltlon 
Duap Odorn AN, Thailand (D), 14 Jan 65; Atch 1, Ltr (U), Sobji 
TDT Trip Report (V ), 6232 Info Officer to Cadr 6232 CSC, 27 Sep’ 
65, Doc 72 . « 

Pub, PACOM Weekly Intelligence Digest No. 3-65, 22 Jea 65. 

* 

See footnote 6 above. 


Pub, Subj: Effects of Air Operations in SEA (U), 1st Ed, 12 May 65 
Report 56-713/1/711, (C), Subj: Russian Mbaasy OMMclal States 
Thailand In' Next Target (U), 13 Hay 65. 

Pub, PACOM Weekly Intelligence Digest No. 35-65, 27 Aug 65; E.E.I. 
Report 56-713/1/711, (C), Subj: Refugee Problaa la Northern 
Thailand (U), 6 Jan 65. * 

E.E.I. Report 56-105/05/7/713, Subj: Possible Sabotage of Runway 
Lights at Hakbon Phan on AT, Thailand (D), 13 Apr 6^ E.E.I. Re¬ 
port, Subj: Severing of Conaunlcetiona Lines STRATCOM Facility 
Odorn Thailand (0), 26 May 65. * 
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13/ See footnote 6 above. 

IkJ mm E.E.I. Report 56-713/03/1/711, Subj: Virtnanese Refugee Probl— 
in Northeast Thailand (U), 6 Jaa 65. 

ii/ » E.E.I. Raport 56-713/03/E/711, Subj: Financial Contributions to 
North V 1stnan (0), 19 Jan 65. 9 

16/ gb E.E.I. Raport 56-713/03/1/711, Subj: Rafugaa Problan in Northeast 
Thailand (0), 6 Jan 65 (C), Pub, (8) PACOK Usably Intelligence 
Dlgaat No. 17-65 <8) , 23 Apr 65; E.E.I. Raport 56-713/01/1 <C), 
Subj: Thai Gov't Discussions to Rs-ssttla Rafugaas Pall to Pro- 
grass (U). 

17/ Pub, PACGM Usably Intalllgsnca Dlgast No. 3-65, 22 Jan 65. 

16/ EBP Pub, PAC0H Usably Intalliganca Dlgast No. 17-65, I6^pr 65. 
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